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I Bl ®Reld 2 ABAY  N. oAl LEBH Bl 245
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I. wefERmEEs] aRA

I.F# &

Ao 44l ARl wet A8 230} 6% 05 n 298 dFRs alch A
8% i Aess 2UsA HE AEAY WAL S AAn olE A o Fof
ojal vk sojof ek 2Ae) Aushe 2 24 edol H S Amstn A A4 B
84¢ 8 FUch olAg AUH A% Sl A AAAPe 2 F840] HE Bz
2 o S Ay ADE e G3d 44 =k 2 A4 J%% 27 %9 Uz
o2 EAE AAol A4 ek A7l AAAANAEL ol dA - vlpA YA 75
A.#gd AAeles WAL Agd AshA @ Aol

ZE Aol EA47 250 vEHE @4 ook oln Ad o= ApglelA v
B2 49 Boh AH £F0] £ AREL FASY 25L ARANG e AL
Aol 2 Alh 4ol izHshA WSSt 25 A8 KA A Sel 2A AEted A4
do A AUE FAHGT sl At FEA Bl AAA ool AP

D "AE AAY Adel A4 oln] =g v} k. (AFE, “=)A Ad] As]A A
AA,” (A3 A5 W8l j—o|utztad 37t d=d—, HF41,1983. pp.216~
221 ZAZ) o] ol Fol 9 55tE ol mle} 89 YHBOZ 3 JFE A BE
2] g},
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2 A3Ngta =84 197 (#H3d)

ot ©] &% K.Mannheimo| we} 4314 o2 ek 24l (intellectuals) o 2 & § A&
Aol eh? zevt 258 FH o2 Aol n B ANYRT Y4k Bsges 2E
A5 7zl Yol Aol fAAsh 2 gl Rlold 2ol ol o Al 2o Aol sk
2 sHll ek

Coser 7t 2|8 v} 91So] = Aalolati Ao Zejd A ol&o] m Zojabe] A 2}
@A 2 A2 mhel 5L Wl Adesinn sy AT AMdese
AR 24z ol % 2 F7b BolAln 549 A4aA e dystel 25 A Fxel 4%
L A AA =D Ao g Bl

o] % A4S AHSIA Aol HAME T F A Vgl AP shte By A3l
¢ 2Aste 924 CEaE xSt st S8t ARETE THEIE ARG
Lipset )9} H.Hughes 7} w3ty ‘AAlel 712 e SRS HE71ES Zistod dAE
7% (R.Hofstadter) 7} 1 oo] dFact oh& b= A4 74 JU G W Fel F5
A7E e ‘FzAU’ Ao A (C. Mill), ‘AREA AHATHE A &
fratebe ol % (H.Hughes) o] 2 o] algdteh ol @ wole AN Ade F& o
olsh He elele] £ AAA seba & deke Aol Aok Fo ovlel Adele P
A5 Aol d Fabs B2, Agetel WA - FAA ol AE 24 (intellect) o] 9
A ARZE AUH BEE HE AT 2EL AP FEAL, FA LR

4

HE oulof AAe A

F ol4e) 2%L W HEH Hw— RE ARE, oA
ababel @ Aol et sio AAE HESE A A B Eo % Aste AdEE Zeabi sm. o]
Wel AAqlel A¢E 2 A4 WA AL HgHol A 1?45421 3L 4% 9l

SEEERRE w FANAH el 2 4el9] 9_%% ol gol ol A mAaol & A}
§o 5 7z} g Ao waldh shti AAlolshe AgSo] A Sl A o g 9
Aotz el L& 7154 Aol w, ohE shrbi 250 APshE AA, A4, A
2l 5 WA Aotk AAASe Fx-o5H AU WA Aold kB A
S} wmste ofd 44 E5e Avz devh ol AL AF AdUEe) AsA A5
HAs el WA A S gk dAzlolth Hete] Aol SHSHE dAA WAL 4

2) K. Mannheim, Ideology and Utopia, Routledge & Kegan, 1936, p.232. Mann-
heim “oA A o) & Fo2 A o] E A A Foll4] 4Fojaks A o]42] ojm Yof A
£ 245 AFE"E ANTH 02 dut 24 elojet BE 4 QIS AT BShe

3) Lewis A, Coser, Men of Ideas, Free Press, 1965, pp. x-xi (4%)

4) ibid, p.248 ¥ =%,
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AREXHY pBAY ofF2y 24 3

ALE AZ A4S B5e dobre mahhe] 24800] I o] op

°of EelAe FE 7154, WA, A 5 A ALeld NS EYHY v5S =
SAste et ohub =9 & AA STl A wEE AL A7 =9 o] HE Age
Adedel #elzk aA 24sm A4le] 24 9 Upo EASA =, o
A akslel Ggolabe Moleh e AdAbslol dolA Nl Haloh £9e] 2ol
A kel whagle Kol Malvh #elo A 9o A4, AL AKH 4
o AARlel Fabe gaHm AA A Aololet & Aotk M. Weber o Emats)aha
UBOAA 2l HeAste ANl AL, A ofojojA, HEF AEH oy §
W Heshe As 5o dusoh sl A4ele] e, FAH ovjely 74
o Sz sk gol FASt, o] Aol ok ¥ A% FAL A Fob= BT B
BEel dAdoh AAE A oW 22715 FAE J4A GRS EFgr)

°of T e AN AHAahoF ¥ AAA WY KRR WHSY o2 HAWS o
2 5 4 FAL 9 ol Fojg?

ol she Al Fe

A B A Aelo) MYHA etowd S$EH o] R &Y ol A,
A Aol Heldoms ve Adol 3 AP AT T F sk A, AW A4
2 steld sk A4 A Aol AT Y24 USL oHFEE G 7,
ot AbGgE AAS HRZ she Aol ANAL 25 A8E Hal 259 Aulxg
A FaloF gebe Aoleh, (

Aol & wbehste el Fae ~
Al Ee oo B FAol Hadste] 44 A} ek H2 FAH g A

BErhe A, AAA madel & Hdol sbdehs A% 2 2ed AR4e 9A 2

B A AAER AR GRse ARE AU gt 259 dFelE AAE A
T 71EolA 4 A7 Aol Frhe AL AR o2 FYNES 27T F U=

o
)

-

5) A4 l& Hodoll glolal za o o Foll A3 =00 N4 = Lewis S. Feuer,
_“Whal is an Intellectual ?” Aleksander Gella (ed.), The Intelligentsia and
the Intellectuals, Sage Publisher, 1976, p.48 =,

6) M, Weber o Slol4 E&fy elzol Halgh 2o The Religion of China (Free press,
1951) oll 4], BE KM e xol #eddl =2l The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit
of Capstali sm(Charles Scribner’s, 1958) of] 4] Zo}X & T 9k o ol Ay A4,
FEast sl s | GEX HAMS, 1982, pp.142~143) ¢ #2319}

7> J. Victor Baldridge, Sociology : A Crirical Approach to Power, Conflict,
and Change, Wiley & Sons, 1975, p.4539 2& 13.1 “The great debate : Should
sociologists help solve social problems 5 8519 o
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4 A3dga Y 194 (4HiH)

A, dolrbd AX@A AUHA MYstE Aol DA - YA Ao FF3HA A
ozs Aszkell AH AL AAFES £ F A 712 AFE &89 s 2
A& ZEqE Aol

ol#]dt kel 4R 9 olx ZE "HE F &, Dalvhe AT AL Egd AL ‘of
FaA AF ozt B2 RPsnA e AHoloh oleid ALY B A A
SAo A, 2 A8 F2AH YA, 2z 2 WA AdolA A4HEaA o

O}

I. Bl FRAA £ amAS 7 25

Al A Abs S A, z AAM AAE TR Coserof @2P AMde 4
sl 459 Lo AdUY 4R Folo|A% shm FHol =3Pt ol YA3
AE5E AR B4 Hel Dol AR Fokel STelA Az shbdel W =
2 guan Aoyt T2 ES AFshm Feksts Aol A5 & oA FelolsE st
o A A A A BT FAold ®EEM ANAY BES Hob & F 9l
o @d 252 wde 4£92Ey 1 Fel 59 ALst A FAY FEolA FE F
AA AFY Tolake Follolzls sheh, 2z B A4S 2A4L WEAA - AAA
ARl FAL AEechEdl 2 FEHo| vk ohE AtdEo] A4 ol BFY o
Aol e AL HAMA SolAe o]’ oA s|BS grm, Fo| 1 AME E
N2 X IS st doE Hd el Fee) FASE 23k

S el A AFH S0 W ANAAEL Zo 2ul 4l A ATE 53
stedch ol AAAEe 1847 A FHA EE Aot mado A A5E
cgotz Qoo 2 94 AAlEL 259 4 Y2 s fFHAAT] FAHL
2 gho] Aty AR7) AEol FAAS] Aol ol 4, Bk ARZE YAl Ue F I
gt dFt S A4 A AT A5 vk Be W T3 Y
o £ool 17,8470 AAASL &7 ol & AR

Sartreo] w2, @A §HASo| Y L2 EopA SR o ol o5t ALY FFel
EZE 49 ‘4cke] HE7HE'(experts of means)o| &b H zlojch, 25L& 24 A4
ARz SAs GAY & e WS AFeE AT stEd AR 4714

8) Coser, jii#, 4% ¥=
9) Lik#, p.xi ¥Z
10) Jean P. Sartre : 24§ (), [AAUL A% ¥4 ), getd, 1979, p.18.
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HAREFHR HBAY k724 255

2 52 M. Weber 7} 484 &ofalel A& o] Aall o &g YepidA AFE A
AEE" W E5E £ o)A A FE2A ol A AR EHol
oh, &8 1747 2, BAAEL F4A9 237t 2Rl FAY old S
25t g BRelgch & 2AY RE2zoixle AL AGs Fe A -5
3 611 i < st ep? 9A9 FaAEe 5L 2 oAl doj At AAo
H2zotx9 &Fo YAshE Aoldch wetd FAle] AAAEL FE &}
w2 2 ool Yas]o] gldch ol A AL 2 AL EEe H, AHEH
ol % olel £27)9 FRA7 9 Roch

o2} o] Zrho] AAUEL AGAYY FE FolA FEXolAY JA}E I FE
‘gode] AEAE 9 o2 RES ga TAsEc vl e Ao A<,
MA L5 xAole AFS HAS olzigt dF2 1930 ‘Brain Trust’9] dloll4]
HiE upob o] ‘mEto 29 A4’ o Az 25 ALH AHAHER o]
A A ek,

194 7)o o] Z2iA A FA47Y FoA S AHUEL 29 ‘Sl H" (Dreyfus A1
o F B9 E mstx A4S FFsHE Al 5ol o8 25 SAAH 4A W
7)Aol Agho] dofnteh AuhAl Tl & wWiEH ’2*9“7‘—‘1 AE7HE AAYEL oA o
S ab3lo) Bgo HzskAl H .z, A, Weber 7} w3l vl ‘B Al A’ (fre-
ischwebende Intelligenz)™ 2} 2| 4lqlo] Z5& g7 SJ_D} o] AAQEL AS|AH e

2 Aol UF AnstAl dejolAl Ge A& 2 Yo 2 gk o|Fo] H. Hughes 7} &
3H& wh, Manpheimo] 338tz 2 A 942 #alzA sgld Aetdzke ‘AREY 4%
o) A WSl ol “AAL Wilm AT WS A4 WA ob, 22
ot 29| % pAAE BE ALLETY 247 ¢ Avx & Al Helch o] Aol
2 A4e mhe) 54¢ Ad, AR vie] A Aol ¢ Relck odrlA $eE
Zolo) AAFEA ‘Fuke HEAE' U o EAHEHE 2 4AE Fohe ® shiel A

2 1

__>r_,m|o_+j>i§2
* 4

N rlr mlo

folr e
o o

H]

R SR T T RS

11) M. Weber, The Protestant Ethic and the Capitalism, 1958, p.182. o] Zoll4
= Eva Etzioni - Halevy, Social Change, Routledge & Kegan, 1981, p,30 &

12) Sartre : 29 % (), FBE, Pp-19~20 Sartre = ¥ &719) TejA7]9], FHbriql
e 2, dEZ, F4&, 8- GFE 5 FA9 ARAE o dE &}

13) Mannheim,op. cit., p.138 #IZ

14) H. Stuart Hughes : $24 (), 14 3 Atg) |, 44, 1979, pp.-398~399 #&,
Hughes & Mannheim-g Alebz] 7he vhx)abe] o & x| 49l 22 Halslx gl oh.( LiB#H,
p.400)

15) Aok, “xAale) A&, ” [ARAHE ] 4LAGR SBE, 1975, p.o3.
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6 Mitta =3 191 (4H3H)

Aqlel R4S ¥AE,

2y G A EA4Eo] 2BERo] A4l d4E JA EA FEAH Aol ‘o)
A" AR oldl & M7I7h vlA okslolq A AASe] AAd & Wkt Yot 9l
oldA - v BAH £99 HAG HAuw 2 AAEL 259G oA JAH - AEH H
A9 ZEFE A Ak ‘AAd A Y Af - £ 55 R@HY 223l ( unattached
free-floating intellectuals) & ‘s-3<}’ 0249 z]49] (intellectuals as asvisor),Z
A A A Aqlef o3 txslzlel] o) 23et 3t sEH Yol & zelHE o149
23] (post-industrial society) £ o 24 A3} AH 7|Fo] nE2 AR A}slo]r|
ol A3 D. Bell o] sl ukef 2)4AlF (Knowledge class)o] #ojs 3z o] 58 7
EREI}L ol AS|S] AulA A H o] A Hh® Ho AdASE nr2 Esigoz
A 2 ¥ 2Aol F83 FA Ha AT o) FHHL 22 AFEo] Ao A=l o
Ader, “AY 9 YHL ‘WAt o 247 oldz ‘EgF’ 9 Aulql Ao
A2 Abgle] & A3 FolAbslo)l & HANE fFRS DazA I} AN A7 Fo A
YA FW716E T Asol 2 249 Yo At “BRE AujAFol o A
As|z =2 5A Tl 3 AL 2 FFE ATFohe Y2 3 Aol B2 I
&3t &ah slah oAk HESE H3A, 25 55 AT AERASA AR =
o o]l & 487 A4 HESL A2 s} 5 of AL EY 3 T2 F7
< AA A He Folck old 7Y AAAEL 24} A zo] HeholAl Hx A F
Eoll & F5& e AE 715 So|E st F o]},

o] FAl 3t} AFAHETE FollQl AR A Aol & FAHo|E Ruf Al o)W &
715 st HAQY AR s Ao WA A7 L ‘A4 sER' Y B
FE 94 "ot o] ‘AAHSNATE AAY &} BHoeg £ YA dAMEolE R
AA o2 By JAEP o] Aoy AXLEE A2 £ P3| Helslo] AEE v Hst
© A= g Az wele A2 ddAlslel gloj A Al Eo] HodstE A4S 3}

16) Daniel Bell, The Coming of Post -Indnstrial Society, Basic Books, 1973.
34 #%=,

17) Alvin Toffler : F&8A (d), (4 39 24|, ¥344, 1981, p.84.

18) LiB#&, p.88.

19) Sartre : 29 F (o), WHH, p.17.

20) $4, 19F A8l ), F2 44, 1980 ; A3}, FBH o Charles H. Anderson,
The Polxt:cal Economy of Social Class, Prentice-Hall, 1974, p.192. &,
RAAL Y74 g S0l g, AL ‘ AAIEA 2 SolE 2z e, #
Ao ¢ 27 AL° o] folE 7€ E (technocrats) & o} £ o] &7} (ideologue) & %
Fale Au|2 23, o] & A Aelst FHA= Ut
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AREFHS B AY o723 24 7

L AL A ZAE sslste Aoletn M He® AT AAIIAE MY M
Zol Yol w=ojgto] Ehgstet & Holch?

ol el wool A $E AZ S AZTE M F HF Aol
o, shii AbSlg vigketm 2T Y8 49sel fAstE $Re A
UE ASAA EolA ol ARe wAY AAA @l AY Aelet gelde 249
859 A4St AAE A AkHolod AREA Amstn FEY F AL F
Ae AE FEHolo A, AEAelz 243 AAY dFAd g st Ak ™ AA
Ao] AG BANA BE ARE w DAL AGRelo}, FAE Aol Y el Aol o}
a2t @ Aol MAE FEK A4S v#- AP dFolod FaE ANAE
29 Ao - gAY YFolch oled AHAEY opraH RHe mH AHASTRe b
Axo] 4% 5 ok

M. aterBEfE Lo mBMA HEHE T H A

el 4 & T 25 zlél°l—‘é-4 242 QU @A el B A4 vB
o ®mgol 2Aolch A zH JZE & Aol A4sNA FL AHAEAERA, o5 A
A2l Eolel, SAES} AGehe Antel 2 FAE IAY ovle) AMl BHoR
A ol@ AT WA Leg vty o4& FFSHE Aol BB AFE o
2ot

AAe o] BEeZ 2z gk AAolehe G4t Ao AYAbslol dolA Aol A4
A 4t 7 QS E Bz, ALFe Aol UoiA HAFRte AfAEe] P
Auo) AFe SR Aske 22l shhe A% Fe AFTE F4stxn oA KHHS A

21) Seymour M, Lipset, Political Man, Johns Hopkins Univ. Pr., 1981, p.333.

22) olol gt 2AA EolE ibid, p.334~335 2 Robert K. Merton, “Role of the
Intellectual in Public Bureaucracy,” in Social Structure and Social Theory
Free Press, 1957, pp.207~224. ¥Z A,

23) AAE, TANAAASE ], FFA3SAYAdF4, 1982, pp.146~ 147 FZ.

24) = A2le] HAo) BAF F H2o] qlajel] W& =9 Robert J. Brym, Intellectuals
and Politics, Allen & Unwin, 1980, 2 #3% 7, Brym< A Ao} % =) Alele}) 5
ABe FAFN A LAF A, FTAN LA} NFYAEA, HH 2402 AulA
A B3 9l

25) o] S = AYA, BRI A AMAA 2 GFct ofsh AL A 2FFo| B = o]
Eosie Hee 2 =88 gl s sz gl
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8 W32 =2 A191 (4 H)

A At AFA 4A S ol A oA 4HEA, AAASL YA L5543 £
St glohe AellA =52 Aldol ¢ 4 Y2, £ A3 VAL W AHodE
AL T AL ek oA et A ARAS deldE 2B 4AL, B9
Aol M AE7HS] A2 et 4o Holja Bu, A2 A SL o) 47 &7} 5
d A2 AW E FUA SR gk ol gt A G HEo T Uy Auf 2o
ol £27F SE A WMEE A5 g W AE SHE e A, Gidd
ensol WHE2H “A|lFFz A4 AP A YAE A5 Y& Yol sl J gL uke
o AAYE J2gAzA9 dde A e oF sol Ege} 2 A} SH = Ex9} wpa
2 AL 2fAlFo 2 e Fedo) aeiv o] Anke HYYSo) 2 Ay Wt 2
Tl £8 ¥ ¢ e & 22lm 25 222 T el B 23 AuA I DA
Az e 3 258 2 AFe 245524 239 4 9ch” ® R, Dahrendorf o @2
“ALF sl A Al A2 FAAF FAlolw 25 A Al F WAHE Ao
At 25 7hEdl € Foly 2F ATl A8 AAH dE = Ex e Al e o E
= k" ™ 2l ste AAqle] @ Hel AFL ANAABY QJHo A A olHLEE
AAstE dFolxn e HHY AT FWKY AAAY AAel4 FET oY AL
EFolch® oA 7A & AAAEY ASF2 A oA R4S wAHg oA FR
& 247 Reldte Auurlg g

XAoIH & 220 25

AR AAAAFe 1890 d Aol AlZA4Ye) Foll 2 523 A7 - L5 (free-float-
ing) A4l Ao B zHo|u Al Fol4] Holx o} A 45 FrstmAl 8
T A Adelth WAL #elx HY S wists N4 nge 43 § AL
RS Tt AdA dadold 243 Hold| 274 A4S Axsty g

of AS AMAEL Al —5Fe] HANAYTF 2 sholl 93] Y AsSoln], A3

Faol 4412 A goa £5hm da 2EW A4E 57 4 A= AYAS 2= 29 B

26) Anthony Giddens, The Class Structure of the Advanced Socseties, Huichin-
son, 1973, pp.235~236.

27) Ralf Dahrendorf, Class Conflict in Industrial Society, Stanford Univ, Pr.,
1959, p.80. .

28) A4lE JHFl e  FEAY F2A AL’ o St AU AL £ Qe (XY
A, WHRRL, pp.236~238 ¥2) Merton o] ot vt AE Aol WHSA 2= A4
?lelt Aron? © #ofdt #4x° (Raymond Aron : o] %3 (d), [ %o a9} %22} |
F 44, 1982 #2) & olol @t 22y o] 25 42 FHA Brm §8ql A
o2 obya® 24 Egolst & Aok
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RRAFAY® 2BAY k743 24 9

o AHtEolat® o2& Al FL Mannheimo] ohah= wh “ARS|H F7F FollA YA 2
d AAE A Zohe vjad Ad4 ede AF"olw A, Weber of &0 & o] 4}
Mo REste A 2o o] FWUA A Folh?

o] ‘efo} glz] ¢4x’ (unattached), ‘Z-F453H=" (free-floatingd) AHF 7H2 2 Q)
£ 7159 AN Ade AFTF2AAA 2 F2 ol fxg@= R Dahl 9 HAZF
(political stratum) o] 7ol 4 Bl v H X Fo|HAE & 7] AFEae 28 w5
FHolebz 54F ek AAZAA 49d, ‘vho] A @&’ ZJDPOI ol e

"ol A absle] AHe] we} o] & T4 vl AAHUAZY B HYH 2 A
HE ofsslo] ste Aoz Holgh v & 259 B2 PYstn T7l"=1‘6“ Bol A=t 2 A
AL FFsts A & AHs - £33k Ao TG ool E e

X Aol A &9 AL IE

AbS| A 2F 20 DAY £ ANUTY ® shte) AFL AABEZANA ¥ 5 Aok
o] AEL ol AF7IR 5 unA n9e) AW Fo| BAHE A eroﬂ =
Ak A4 5 A4S AYstn old zAAM FRAA Hulo] 2 2AH AAE 3
wAs = del el e ANAE} AZolch AAANREL Frt FL AL 4
A4 HEH A nRozAe A& Fasiok shE 314 7| A Cintellectual techni-
cians) 2t & 4 9z, ®A AdAE2ZAY AHAYEES o Fx ek o] 5L FE A
A% ZEE 24ets $94L AFsE Yol EAE ek o] S A4 A2 Est s &
Aotz B9} & xEAY F7e AR oA HE ol o] B ART A AAAE
ol A Fg M ANulAlFo YA} o] ol HAdA Fal G A3HE bl
ohvet Am e PAstm Adshs o i ¢ HIHe AYe Peoy SUSG®

492 e Ade EA wAE’ 5o ‘P AAE’ Gu §e A o APl NAL
AZHe AAAEL ‘AAUAE 2 oE FL ook tat 7|4 wskE whe] ‘A4
A E’ 2 HEH 75e B AEs} A ESH BE AU ES ZBEE Sujsb of
Yo, ‘Aol B ol v B 75 £YoE BF AAUEE TYY F 92 ol

e

29) Ralf Dahrendorf, “Recent Chonges in the Class Structure of European Socie-
ties,” F. Lindenfeld (ed.), Reader in Political Sociology, Funk & Wagnalls,
1968, p.235.

30) Mamheim, op. cit., pp.137~138.

31) A#HE, “n5olEol dolael AdAs AFY Aol #3 ol E AE,” AFAY [T ]
13%, 1981, p.107. ¥=,

32) Anderson, op. cit., p.232 ; Sartre; 249¥F (d), Fiw#, pp.23~25.
4
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10 A3deta =24 419 A (43 4)

o® 25 &4l (control) 9 A4 (knowledge) & i+ LA AA YojH HE 2T
Aol #A ek FAAAEE AAAAES Fstn AAdHEL FALAES AL
ey

AAAEEE Fg2e HHslg ¥ 258 ‘HEH A4 ql’ (bureaucratic intell -
ectual) Akl 2ol 24 Wo| AY APAEE w8 st FRIFE TP o
o o] ke AAAA A o FAL AW Aol EA Fd AYste A 29
Agz Y4}, AYAAYAE FEE F5he AYAEE 2 FBE 2457 AT AHY
A obg AAFHt® o AEE J. K. Galbraith 7} @ate vt ‘Bl Zx 2 E A (techno-
structure) o] F&ste] HA Had, 2 239 HA Hx FGATA 2= A A
T NEA5o 2 2 27 W3] e AFA Aot ®

o] AlZe AAAYY xFAFoE =S E sz AETY A3 AujAldd HE
Zol A9 & FFHE EE ALE Ak HafEA HelA BAHE 2FAATel 7t
3, A5ol5E EYstd F2 A3A 4L dede AoAE A Tl g A
ARs9 o)z YA H4AL AAIY oA 4L oS EAsHA vz g 2
Ay AR o] AAUASZL AFH TAAetes s AFAT AE3FE FA4s
Ha A E2 Y=o} ek uhER ool f2 & Ao A HFPH e B
Al .,

V. A@AY LEY HEEY 25
ol gl A el AZ Autste 2EE Ad FAY A Aol el &gl

A714 el AAQlEo] AZAY AT A Fo o[ vl g2l HY Aol 2 A
g8 25E AP 9 AA4ol ASE & F AUk P. Steinfels = AYATE T4

33) A. Etzioni, The Active Society, Free Press, 1968, ch.8 #}=,

34) Merton, op.cit., p.212.

35) ibid, p.213.

36) Galbraith® 2.9] New Industrial State(Penguin, 1972)cl4 ‘BlZx2EHH "9
Fzol g o} & s Yedl z 8AL AP (1981), #WAL, p.105 FE.

37) Charles H, Anderson, Toward a New Sociology, Dorsey Pr., 1974, p.128 ;
Anderson, op. cit., pp.56~57 ¥ p.129,
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RREXAY pBAL okT23 24 11

 AEE AT E wAdSHA® ‘o) ME2E AF L 20l Ade AFAIZ &
A4 YTl Nt AP 71dA = g2 Hopol whefol & oA Aol 4T
& 25 AY” dobx A,

A Al AWK YA MYl E5E Ad 55 =, AAEAEA AL
FEAQ Fede) dFE /M FE Aok 222 AAAL 3] FAYLH el
43¢ A3 olAe A FHed 4 2E gefolch sk aoete A4
el AHA oFedzba FollA AAle]l A AUA 2T G, 714 AU o] FH &£

g 7 7 YA Ao

Hol AdAbslel glol A R Al o) o EEIstete 4F Fol A, ASH, HEA
ALRe] B4 old &2718 A7 FA4 Atoldl dejvts 25E A "o ol ¥
& 75 A}ilz‘llﬂlgl A9olA B D. Bell o] @3t wp “AZFe 9 £3AH 2’ o
#adn shch &, AAGAolNY SEAS I AR £ Aol
Azt A71HA 76}01—4 AAAele] A 4o A4l o Fol Rgol doluAl He
Zolch® ub A4 A FFFolE oA vrehdoh

g eEde A s AAH &7 53 HAA o4 fo FF Aolel AF AT
2lch AAEL mgae F3 AAA Adatole] RgS wASH Aok o] W 4

¢ Z7|ste AL =94 eolet ¢ oo i £ Bede Ade F7E BA
A ZFHol2te ddol "k oA7|el Feuer 7k Udte vl ‘fellow-traveller’ & A4
Qe 250 TA%ch F AL AY AFA AAREI} e L& AP s A
st BalA s1A & FUstm 2 WU ARA YFAHAE 29 AAH FYAe §A @3k
22 A= A7t A ® o]@ 3k x| Alqle] AA-L Scalapino 7} Zti 3ol &St A
Fote A4l A SelAE 49 2 F Ak zE AAdol T3S TR G 2
7 + AEE syl AdA FAle dntsd vigs AEH Fao 7150l FAH
of &chx st A4l v S} AR HEE EFA st FdA FAA A3
E9 43 4#S F & At AAATARAY AAlelgte Ado] HAsoiol oz

Ol

38) Peter Steinfels : 4 4 (), AT HAH), NG, 1983, pp.368~374.
Steinfels = ‘2L AT’ EF22 A 2 Yo Yo AFANAFA 7€ R 25
o] =g Adlg Sg=2 49 -ﬂzloﬂ ek A, BA, Aol AL n52{H oF
8 de AAdEZS e A 2 Uh(ibid, p.369).

39) Daniel Bell :Ma (d), TALFe 2344 2+, A%AL, 1980, #&.

40) Feuer, op. cit., p.56.
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Al Geept el dAA 02 oleidt AAE el ANEy = oA "o st |
A FAA FRAE ox 9 Al Mo vBH FYAH 2 23E o] Fol A=)
A7l WFolch zelste] mef s Helo] Althof “3h = A3 &} clgd Alo]o] zZFo] U
A A AP, &5 o] dE A (ideologist) & }8H A5 Ale]o] F3p7t 44 E BE
oh” o] W oA AFAHFAE AU AHPE FE HAF Ao ® T2 3
HE FA71 HAE A A9 AAE A4 d: 24l AslolA] FopdAE REH, o]
dE&ze Ad s, 2 d=FE AAUAA Asd Bl 2 FATt A2 23HE o]
71 Ad§ A Aolete A, od7ld A AdelA zZ5e] vehdel

W2 A4l Aol hd o] ASA A A == Avizt 2 2 AUk
C. Brinton& =29} 3 ‘The Anatomy of Revnlution’ (1950) o 4] ojm A A2l A4z
aggdol AL AL A AAAL 2 AA A& yHS FdshA "o 5 A A
ol AL E Avd o 252 HFo] FEL T2 Zd ofd & seule] &

23t7] A Folch® HE Ao g "H“{izi FAAL sl AdA P2 el
o o] 2A et o7|ol Axste AHAY EFE A "ok 2y HE A3 F
AAMA ol Agete £ shte] WP EF ol E AEsE & Wioln| AEolstute 2] A
gol 2o 2 AASkEl 2o (detachment) o] ol o] =) A}3]4 FH2 He = sy
Aale] atE T2, AH, = A dYd FU AHee 24 B 2A o)
Akd] Eioly 29 B5L EF AY ook dH dE FAMAANY FAA =
Eg} o] A& Zolsle AAAYEx 2 AFAAS W H o2 st AsjAA L] A
F3A47 sk, o] o $el= A4 Y 452 EA Aot

ol & Al RF5E MY AR zolr} 2 od "d‘;ﬂ"ﬂi stz 2 A9 vhsdk A
o] 7] W Fol] A4l A2l Z45E xlch AA Hol g Eod FL AXAEL TH
o & a2 AAe Hgt v AsAS FAFD ook AA gl A% d= AAAE
L gHoR AAo THY & Yv o)A IS Fol Fxz ok ojghgo]l AL
2 ol of gulubA ofy-29 B45g AYm Aok o g MER AL W Bed A
AolA & A o] FA &4 Aeisd ot AwhA AL FAx o] B &) “xfAH A7} 873

41) Robert A. Scalapino, “Political Modernization and the Intellectuals,”
Report : International Conferemce on the Problems of Modernization in Asia,
1965, pp.508~9. o] TellA& £5H, [AYAY 743zt A7, 4dAl, 1972,p.16
ol Al Al &8,

42) Feuer, op. cit, p.57.

43) John. A. Parry & Murray B. Seidler, Patterns of Cont emporary Society,
Caonfield Pr., 1973, p.82 %=,
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Eolog Agshs Fxst, Ads A4 Afol UE R FPAen s Fede
AAl 2k 4Aoler o Ffol Ha4el RFE AAZ Ao HI K5 o)z 2
E£5E A7olnt® E. shils7h 2ah 2 A 17470 o2 E5 & A4l gL “|

2 del AE5H AP 7 shm vepel o] FAl AHPY Atolol A P YT A F 9t
Holopal et ” % o]ef g 71 FolopBR AAAY 2 & A4S 4A S Aue Fe A
ToY EH g AHE 4 AL Aol

V. & ]

Aol 4 abslol Aol AHAEL T AFE FAol AUz ek Al &
322 ¥ 495e EASES} del, A2l AHAA Lol A old AT
AM Wl 44 Ak FAAZ EASIIE dh Fele] Aalele Wael A o=
e peshl H2 2o stel AA AL AHHE YA, B2 AF ASH e

£ =
)
gh

a4 ox

o

AFoA e & dokn Azgch ol wal A 4o AL ANGAY viUS AH
of B, ol% uele] EHo]ahi o] Eo2 mutalzm Modste] YMUE Absle AMEG &

4=%ket,

ozle] A4l obyrH F BGE Hroh s oldl &89 ddF AR 5TF
B Eol 8, ol st AL FHol fEGoLE T - FFE BHoigh HAE F
£M ZEol8, FAE A4 2R RSEM Egolch MY AAdA ol o &
ks el 4 FAAYAH A9 e 78 @obE, me BEg B o5 AdAs
< BAH o4 Abolo) #EE AYdne 2 ot FoZE 7oA F A= AAYL A
d ol 54 £49 Az & Aolch, AAUAdEL AAd] HE & Tz 2 AAY old g
B FTAME 259 ‘of4el 22’ (The call of the wild)® of 3lo] A A9 B
& Boste ul e EAE S AYY) HA7A A4S @ F UL Aoz A @
H A gl 2AS FEIOIE FFHUAE HAA AA S HAANE vhds} Fx
et A 7hE gk P, Steinfels o] w2ed x/4al e Al 4o wAo da) 2§ <l 7o)
H715 stz vh7lopd 2l o L Qo] SAE &k A AL 9] uhekall st st FAl
Aol 7| & shek, A ARl Wk A Es) sl Aoz do Ao}, 2= wuEy|E &

44) FHAFEH A FsA (FA), RHEAAAH), §€, 1982, p.334.

45) Edward Shils, “Ideology and Civility,” The Sewanee Review LXVI, 1958,
p.459. o] 2 A& Lewis A, Coser, Men of Ideas, (op. cit.,) %=,

46) 1903 J. Londondl 98 24z Qe ok WlAEM2 7 5 ALuie 91839 E,
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3 FEYIE dteh, obFE AAAL A YUz Wyl A FE4el gk AA
o vk AAE Fx AS vFAAA vt et o] FA ALl M2 AHupste
Mo dEE AUz dge AL AHJAES vldstAY A2ete 749 7t sz
o Al AuiAlFoR FHE, TR FHE A& wEY Fle A4 7},

olg| g opFAd HavkE SHH = A4AY 2ol Aot R. Arond ‘Hdsis
AATe Bgol € zAolst # g Aok ® Hodsts] AHel Y FekA| oo, AHY uwh
dH ol A wl@ets] A5 Gect FAbe] FAARA Ao ARHoE By =¥
she EAlol AP FA dA 45U Gabel Hd SAds] 2AT AFE HshA ddde
ol e, o] & w99} Ao A E AFstAE ol o AL FHosts dFHA G
on vjabsls LA geohe, ABIAA P FAH Rgojch ol A4l 4
ete F UGS W3R T E5 Aol8 ofrad FaclE AT A4l
o)Al Rgel Ao Haltk z2uv old Al e ‘FEFAS FHA Al &
£ F AT Aolek® dt AR Hedste AAJAEL 2 AAS Aol FApste A
ol A 2 AFAo] AHEA Sz ANFEE A& ¥ F Ao} AFEe Al
A4 HAZ 2 A31A A9 4bFolet Bl sl Folch o7l AAES] A 724F
R R o B R

A2l g A5l Ao FHA AL AAste Fdeld AF A4AL 25T EA
o vlee] o wqlzt Aol B FAle] FHso] P ga ANLE FPstnE,
FHstn PA 429 HdeE A BYAE EEch HdY 240 oS A
Zs & ¢, Aldous L. Huxley o] =4 ‘=izl AAA'e] FIFo2 T3t HFY &9
Ql “Alolul R’ ® o] MMt 5o Aot YA A E RA s AL ohdA? oA
< ‘AA<lY vlA’ F A E3 E o AFFAY st d Fo|oh

40 2

L

47) Peter Steinfels : Zdl 4 (d), #M. p.250.
Steinfels & 93tz 4¢) (counter-intellectual) & F4 22 =409 E4< vl @A
22 &3tz Uk, (53] LKA, pp.245~253 FXZYA)

48) A4 Q&g Vel £0]e| ‘dreamy scientist’, ‘eggheads’, ‘longhairs’, ‘high-
brows, ‘crackpots’ 52 A 2lQl 5ol g vl el EPEolr}

9457 Edmund Burk & ZA¥n Z7ld Zaiol AlFAA47ES o &F Ads e

A3 24l Sl A ) oh-S ol vldstddm &b “ FRAAE THT YA
e AR AGAEH AGH AAUE”, “dyxn, Autstz, deix Ree 2 H9
Sgol g ” 5 “dHE slE TRl oYy " (LIRS, p.245).

49) Raymon Aron 9| FHR# I 2.

50) A3 d (1983), WWARL, pp.236~238. F=Z,

51) R. Merton, op. cit., pp.214 ff ¥F

52) A AAA 9 FolF o) E& ‘Savage’ 2k FHE AL o § Ao}
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Summary
The Janus-Faced Intellectuals of Contemporary Industrial Society
Synn Haeng-chull

The present paper is to examine the so-called Janus-faced intellectuals of contemporary
society. The intellectuals criticize the society in a detached position, or take part in the
established system by engaging in the conduct of political affairs. Since the participant
intellectuals could perceive and accept the actual restrictions of the established system, the
state of their oppression due to participation is thought to be irigvitable. On the contrary, the
detached critics see through the hidden dimension of existing system, expose it in public, and
declare the reconstruction of sane society in the name of morality.

Here, we find the Janus-faced intellectuals. One is the face to support passionately the
ideology, and the other is the face with their intense aspirations of the truth. In other words, the
former is the priestic face and the latter is the prophetic face proper to the intellectuals. As an
individual, the intellectual has an agonized look, because he is coerced to select one of two
alternatives, as do, for example, idealistic and realistic intellectuals. He is able to be inclined to
either of the two.

The following discusses these dual properties of the intellectuals in terms of three
dimensions: historical, social and psychological.

(1) The rise of intellectuals in history:

Intellectuals, in history, are the descendants of the priests supporting the sacred tradition-
alism, while they are also the successors of the insightful prophets denouncing the wicked
cliques, detached from the Royal Court and the church. When we want to find the roots of
contemporary intellectuals in history, the one root is found in the ‘experts of means’ supporting
the bourgeoisie, during and after the Enlightment of modern age. In the ‘unattached free-
floating intellectuals’ connected with the so-called Dreyfus affair in the late 19th century, the
other is found. These letter are utopians, while the former are ideologyproponents.

(2) The position of social stratification:

Contemporary intellectuals are not included in one stratum of their own. They are, on the
one hand, components of the ruling class connected with a governing elite, and are, on the
other, members of an amorphous stratum outside of the dominant structure. The former is the
participant as a technocrat, and the latter is unattached as a free-floating intellectual.

(3) The psychological conflict of intellectuals:

Intellectuals cannot help but suffer internal conflict as they confront the opposition between
the truth in the human society, and the ideology of the ruling class. They experience also much
of the conflict between their aptitude to freedom and autonomy, and the necessity of following
the existing order of the system. It is their specialized knowledges and techniques that make
the intellectuals take either the face of unattached critics or the face of participants supporting
the dominant system.

The intellectuals of contemporary society could take the position of ‘Le spectateur engage’,
the new face which synthesizes both of their antinomic faces of Janus. Is, however, this face
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possible as a matter of fact, in present or future? In the end, wouldn’t intellectuals be reduced to
layman with pale look because of their subjection to the control of ruling elite? These problems
would be beyond our discussions in this paper, though they might be discussed in another one.
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