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EAYe 2 QAo Aol Fol ol FAY A ANE 82 Fopn AR Wchabsls}
ol A MsHE FAA 4834 Aol Af4eA 54 ¥ BANFE Adez Fusl
A AgE 2ok

A8 AL A ERdol 4 & o £9)5) ohio] & ALE S| £9) ool WEol} B 4 Yk FHH
A5 24 Aol 747 F2slo] chfolq FATolch o714 FUH HEolat np2
Marel o] &% %22 st A8%o| 2o AFoz ANTAY 2Ue AAAE AUl A
2E Adole) FAlol FAU 49A PSR AHE WYY 4 Acke B/ Wl n4A
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g 9 AAYSL BE QFe s HEE Durkheime] 1 HEH taer ¢ 4 qlch?

ol e YRl ¥ o £ FAH AFo)at ¢ 4 Uk vh2aLd o|Ro 4, clrrje L4
q AEolel ¢ 4 Ut A2 ojBolA AUYT & 4 U Hel?

clzaxsl HEAe 299 ofkn] AYE 7 AsiFzA BN A3 F4E A
$AA AdezA Agstn AR 245 FA8E odcte] ddias|stalgol st e £99
olrxnls APARoz odas] 2HF Aok s FA Mol Foixx ek £ AWM.
Seeman)®] 4919 oujo] Hg AFE 499} ohivl o] AAGAH HE ) F 24T AAeeE Bt
obyg} ofx o] AYL 4919 Aol THAA HFPA AT Az AH5AL A s Aol
A 2 oo % Hopitn olokd ' AL Srole) olxvule] AsjAeietd FHE debiE ohxr
olHxE HAsled YA A7 FL W % o 2e)she Al 2 o] & 499} ofkr]e]
AGe Alsj el g2 Dol HFshn £9)9} opxo| & obrlst wgote] BAAE. = L9}
oholZ3E oprls & AkEel e W A5 4ol Aol 3 Agaly] Aol Be AYA ATl
AN ek

499} ob o] % 72 U AH(sources) o] BAM S 2F3HE Aol Aol A 2o AYA AFE
of AR AR A9V} 2 T2 E4OF FaY Moz w3 glow, 49

1) @7, CBUCEer s} Fa (L XA & ki, 1974), pp.144~7. ’

2) obxnjAldel AUE HEAAM FEdE RS =7 dAlod 499 Ade Al AHAHE
= jof what Aol shA 4 glck 2} 499 Jlde) Fag ASE A el g A YA H AL vt2as
o o] 2] A elet ¥ 4 ek 42 Hde] Aol & =AES AL B, TRARHENAE X
S mitEt, 1976), pp.17~23% A=Y A

3) M. Seeman, “On the Meaning of Alienation®, -Americus Sociological Review, Vol.24 (Dec. 1959),
pp.783~91.

4) L. Srole, "Social Integration and Certain Corollaries: An Exploratory Study, A.5.&.,Vol. 21(Dec.
1956). pp.709~16.

5) fbid.; A. H. Roberts and M. Rokeach, “Anomie, Authoritarianism, and Prejudice”, American
Journal of Socioloyy, Vol.61 (Jan. 1956), pp.355-8; E. L. McDili, "Anomie,
Authoritarianism, Prejudice and Socio—Economic Status: An Attempt at Clarification”, Social
Forces, Vol. 39 (Mar. 1961), pp.239-45: D. G. Dean, "Alienation: Its Meaning and
Measurement”, .1.S5.R.,Vol.26 (Oct. 1961), pp.753~8; R. Middleton. "Alienation, Race and
Education”, -1.S.R., Vol.28 (Dec. 1963), pp.973~7:W. Erbe, "Social Involvement and Political
Activity: A Replication and Elaboration’, 1.5.R., Vol.29 (April 1964), pp.198~215; M.E.
Olson, " Alienation and Political Opinions”, Public Opinion Quarterly, Vol.29 (summer, 1965),

PD.200~12.
6) A. G. Neal and M. Seeman, "Organization and Powerlessness: A Test of the Mediation Hy-
pothesis”, .1.S.R., Vol.29 (April 1964), pp.216~26; R. Blauner, -Alienalion and Freedom: the

Faelory Worker and His Industry (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1964); M.
Aiken and J. Hage, "Organizational Alienation: A Comparative Analysis”, -1.S.R., Vol.31 (A-
ugust 1966), pp.497~507. “
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T obrlsl= Ao Bl 2 @549 gfolo] AL HHA By wo P50 AFH-3
oA AT g g AR, FAAA0, 240, ozgeD s e 499} ofx
A Aol B4E Fof %ok Bzl B AP ATAAS oA b wpi =4
b FEHAT A 2E AABAS el BAG AZAAm gu Z o,

of #& 9ok ofxn] Ao olzax e wu(M. Weber) 2l o] £(R. K. Merton)
s ARATAA oAt g F2H G4 A HolestE A p D, At # el 2} 3] 3} 2} o)
ol absldelstd o4 £ Ado] oG g5 oz rlo] 2HL ol =95 A
stod rbmat ek 22l 9o iy =9 of e ulako] A Fold + dxde £7%n
7] wATe A E Ae £9Ee) AAF} N L34g o] A3|ate) 85w E ol 4
wH e dBYE FAstmA 37 @ o)),

’

_\'-L

by

I. 499 ohxole) Abg 724 By

&9lsh obrlE vlzass) Hane o ZAAA AHLL Ut 228 AYE2A
AHEslolH skeh. mtebdf £9)s) obiole) A o) otobr ] AL WA vhease He
A9 o4 stol s s ni Hejo] Bas.

vh2azst H2go] 19C fale) AdAbslel ot dAEA vBGGE ol A= Tolshch
22 ol el 42 AHSlE Bk B Bl old B o Fol A b Ho I
Y25} Qg

7) D. G. Dean, Alienation and Poljtical Apathy: Social Forces. Vol.38 (Mar. 1960), pp.185~9;
W. Erbe, op. cil. ;H. E. Ransford, "Isolatian, Powerlessness and Violence: A Study of Attitudes
and Participation in the Watts Riot", -1.J. S., Vol.73 (Mar. 1968), pp.581~91; J. D. Aberbach.
"Alienation and Political Behavior® R .-1merimn Political Science Recicu, Vol.63 (Mar. 1960).
pp.86~9.

8) L. Srole, op. cit.; A. H. Roberts and M. Rokeach, op. cit.; E. L. McDill, op. cif.

9) M. Seeman and J. W. Evans, "Alienation and Learning in an Hospital Setting” .S R., Vol.32
(Dec. 1962), pp.772~82; M. Seeman. "Alienation and Social Learning in a Reformatory" .1.J.5.,
Vol.6%Nov. 1963), pp.270~84: M. Seeman, "Alienation and Knowledge—Seeking: A Note on
Attitude and Action,” Social Problem, Vol.20 (1972), pp.3~17.

10) E. G. Jaco, "The Social Isolation Hypothesis and Schizophrenia.” 4.S.R.. Vol 19 (Oct. 1954),
pp.567~77; M.F. Lowenthal, "Social Isolation and Mental Iliness in Old Age.” A.S.R., Vol.29
(Feb, 1964), pp.54~70.

1) H. T. Groat and A. G. Nea!, "Social Psychological Correlates of Urban Fertility,” 4.S.R., Vol.32
(Dec. 1967), pp.945~959; A. G. Neal and H. T. Groat, "Alienation Correlates of Catholic
Fertility", A./.S., Vol.76 (Nov. 1970), pp.460~73.

12) M. Seeman and C. S. Anderson. "Alienation and Alcohol: The Role of Work, Mastery. dnd
Community in Drinking Behavior.* A.S.R., Vol.48 (Feb. 1983), pp.60~3.
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2 2o =9 FAY o 4ela state of moral anarchy)®

A} Aol ool A ARF A8l E At st oA

=]

lzass Aed BEL Aol AZEA ANAE Azlols ks BuAAL Slolok Beh
oo Aold 2uac AAAAE A3 1 E5E ekl BPP oA A ARE 4R
of xoh w weAAL ANEel clehel TuislelEvlel F@ Aez A £F AETH,

Borew, o vjalAA ARAgel wet Lo} ol FolAeh W ol2ig AabA A=

s AAEThe 253 B@A Aslel Qe AT aleA ol EE A2 A AAA A

Ansisl Bo 94 £91F FUAAE 8T QAT ARAE A AT sket £

o Slapo} Qzbe] £ES ATHANLZA ool FAAL 4 UAL 2FAE wFAYAA

13) S. Lukes, "Alienation and anomie”, in Ada W. Finifter, (ed.), .Wienufion « nd the Sociul Sys-
{cm (New York: John Wiley Sens Inc., 1972), p.24.

14) M. Abrahamson, Socioloyical Theory (N. J.: Prentice—Hall, Inc., 1981), p.66.

15) Jb 7.0, pp.70~1; #3CH. op. cil., pp.78~88; K. Marx, " Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts”,
in E. Fromm, Marxy's Concepl of Man (New York: Frederick Unger Publish Co., 1961),
pp-93~109.
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H2Z 7 21014 —c‘d% 279 *’J*J Soll webs A3 E ERIE F2g sFo] M ®
T4el A A3 dAY o]yl “Eﬂdl Ag dell= Ao AL FAY 2E
. F A3 4AE-L 7143 Aol(mecanical solidarity)?} Eo) 9ol 259 7} 9} WAL T4
BHE Aol Az F5E Fo} 22l £d9) ot mestEld A s A S
2 Ttz 24 A S S Aol ¥olsty L RS Suls dsuadgn Aae
T4 Tlzstel AME A A5l 2 S5, o]yl %719 AN(organic solidarity)& & 4 ghch.

A2AL Zlsdez 238 oy $2579 §73 ddAS stuatr) Y LEETle
BERAE HA8 RolF 4 Adv FAY FHo] glojol dhrpa Bt o] wo] WA wesl
Aol EAE}Al ol AEHH FEEN) Baldo] 12 Ay el g w £9 ojxu]H
¥+ (anomic of division of labor)o] WA A M} A2 7ol 4] ofiuv|e] Ardo] ofojdti vi:
AT A s oA ARt B2z BAE AP FASY] Y] W FHo] Luisx
28 et &+ Adg?

a2y A2 T2 (Suicide)oll 4 obxv]dg 2Bop W& Azboll 4 213 4] E (The
Division of Labor in Society)oll 9] 2R3+ cfzA A&t Q)

g Asloll A Batal abslel 2, =& ) AH dAufolld §7]4 Aciol 2 o] Y Hol wa} TE o
A AhAell 278 A Acollective conscience)o] T} o] 4 A3 WA e Eojst o 4 gl
Halch A= AAFYA &7 o] £ FFol A FR5 7] wf Fol| 23] *ﬂﬁl?} t o] 4
A& FAF 4 A s 4ge] ool Aol 22 g A 7o) A5 sldg A3l
THEZHE FAAAA Hol 2 A3} AL 4o SA o)v]E AAsle] o] Zo}aAl sl
o] Zlo] ofx o)A =z} anomic suicide)o]c}.1d)

Soll 4 sl & wps} o] sl o]l oloj 4 £ 7bA] ojvle] ofxu]i 5] o} 2 A48 E g ol
e deg ¥ 4 ok #lEol4E 7153 S 8H(functional integration)o], 22| 3 2ol H &
T & Hnormative integration)o] 234 HFHceh = ojiw|d Fole Alzue ALy
HFETR 7154 E8el okstrl 488 A Fhx, ofxo)d AL FuH E3he) okstz qla}

oS
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O

16) E. Durkheim, The Division of Labor in Socicly, translated by G. Simpson, (Glencoe, 111.:
The Free Press, 1960)

17) /bid., pp.364~8.

18) E. Durkheim, Suvicidd(Wi8%:E. TH&&H L A& ZHBM#, 1977). pp.202~18.
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o s A3E e Aok 2 oherlA Adol Aee gl AslEy Ade
gAmAl ® AL ohxold A4E el Fela ¥ 4 U

sale N 2hA spzaxsst 2] o EAANA L9t obiulsl BAHE F2A 48T
wotid 2o FAAoz wzde B2 A

stz ase] 499 2 ohxvle - AAH AFYE 2R} e AMdoleh & o]
= opde gde AAR- A 2 AP A SFcritical metaphors) 24 A48 Q=
Rolch 22} o] & Aol A3 4ol A +44 A 524 AgslE delAde 4ol
obr o] A AN T FAE AFsed A4 FaiAg e 344 FHAE Al
azyAE SAsEd vagdelold Al 34 AFAel oot 5k g AAle
B.g g Lukol ohet PEEA Aok o)} 2 Al A HATE olrols B4, & FAUA
& Absl ™ =4, ohAl Gakd AL Abslel Az Aol 22 T2 ol webd 2
olxuld Abold olmbdel w2 vehde AL ol7Fe, 2oo|zh. %
Aol et

£9= ojwl @ A8 A 2ATe] =55 5 A FATHS AYG At 23
o S} flzAge] Azde A8 FAL SAehE vteasdAE Ql7ke) zpopAl #oll Aofgel sl
Rolc}. ofim] JHde] WAALE 715 #5¢ Asdte Fel2el FAL A gPod £Md L
Malel A7 83, ©f vhobst Al AlAlel HeA Wstel] A Aol z4¢ Fox & 4 Ak
o2k 7| whmaas) AgwEe) Tl BAAE FE FAFAA e, Hzge A
2 3)(problem of order)ol] TAIe} Wk FE w&FH Age dg F ok

otz axe 49st Sz opxnl AYe A FaAsll gtadsle] Qe AAF A
o] Si(self-interest)ol] A2 FFAE ol71FAE u] g ghct.

gzAe AEAoz Zrh-ms-AE 5o 9A Tt AN sl exd Arjejs)Hal
AAY BEL ojA 29 q AT e dgsle] 54 1 AT ol e} otkev]e H4HLR
Az stslol ok AAsn Atk & A4 SRl A ArjolHA 2FE Zlo} Rejelxn
o)ol 4] o] 2+ A @AM £ Hel Aoz ks gt A oleld FEAY &7 FTT
cea FAR) o AL $H8 AFE & 5 AT Aolch, 1ejmz kAR A3l A7
ezl AMAE ASEAE ko] ALY AT A 27& FAsiol s Aol

sz aat LR Ao 4 27|eld 7} 213 9] % 7| #(motivating force of society)-= viebgd

19) & 548, op. cil,, pp-328~32.

20) J. Horton, "The Dehumanization of Anomie and Alienation: A Problem in the Ideology of Soci—
ology”. Drilish Jowrnal of Sociology, Vol.15 (Dec. 1964), p.285.

21) Jbid., pp.285~6.

22) E. Durkheim, Swicide, Op. ¢it., pp.214~6; J. Horton, op. cit., pp.286~7.

— 234 —



49| 8} ofien] 7

224 Qe 29 A #F, F ozt £95 3, Yolrl §H ZH2RE £9slo)H

ot 2eh o] e Arlolae] Hake 49d Almel g FHol HE Ho|oh® 2k Qzle
58T AAE] owd Wil(reification) = Q179 A7 Tesloz, QziRAde e
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22 zd X 5 <l(homo laborans)2 & ¥ 1= uluiol] S22 gyl Qo4& o] 7| H o]
FHolo, k& gl oA FA 44
917Hhomo duplex)2 2 o]l gl& He|c}

a2 &89 otxvj: FH37] M £ ouigt S Hen YEA?

vlE F o] o8t £9& ¥ A wstol ste] AFRFAH A FAIEE FAAN 0T FEE
F Aok AEFo AAMzA 15 EA4 AFAAY EA, doo 4u o) ALy 29
& AAF 2 A A3 E A7l QlFte] HehE
gt ol Aol 2@y H2e olkvjs} HudA wl
HWed stoll o3 S8 4 dcta 2o A3 EA 23S £t F23 2l 7KHobbesian man)g
A3 sEA) 7] 2k Aolth v 49 #2713 A ARl A3 Y =9 F89 498
A3l 2 4] 2 Hoccupational group)e} #4385 Zzgcl F7le} Aalatelo] et 2o At
=93 Y258 gz AAEolA HAAAAFT oz Asle B ojolg FAAY £
Uk FEAH BEFAS AZ e AL F77Fo a7t oh et HejRinie] £
£ FdlMo|ch.®

23) J. Horton, op. cit., p.287.

24) Tbid ., p.288.

25) fbid., p.289.

26) E. Durkheim, Suicide, p.285.

27) ). Horton, op. cif., p.290.

28) E. Durkheim, The Division of Labor in Sociely, op.cit.. p.390.
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299} obu] AYL Aol 4 =l vz 229 H2Puc sofsled e abglAsl g AbslH A
& Adodslnad ojg2 W oS & 4 Ak

o wiw & Akl Als| o] AA A F2E AL 2 & A (bureaucracy)ell BAE Fo 24 "9]'] A4A
S ojzaxe] aRFHE AoldAl £ o TRH oz A%y ok F 2% 495 AAME
o Zulo At shAEE Aol ohet A=A Foke] RE Al WAsle] e Rz Fo2
A3 23A ge] nadq dgez P
Wufof ol AEAE QA7e] AeAL HAsE AAH FFoze FA4F|, £F AL
A 7% F4 9 23 5oz ERAYAch BRANNA ALEL 259 AL e
ool 2435 2 FAHaHrole requirements)$ o $A43 443 ek et FR =AM

x L

Qzte ZAANS TEE AAS7) Asted SAHE BAlol AdA gEch A Fa AL
2o A Qe Agel £uE AT e gelHoz 45tk e Aolch x2Aded H2A
4902 E A al7e BEAA 2ho Solgezd nE2 AFHY AEWE FFAA sl

B AgurH AAEA e Aok W o] 3L spEasst FAZT Wel 4
N7re] elola st Aoldd el 715 sagsA s AT 97t 2
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o s 7} Jw 2 ZeE AL sz azelAA tehbE AAAZ Nl A9 £9qke] obd
A deiaal e olclol At ¥ 4 A Axe REAH F4o] Afdezdel el AAE

2912 AleHofuol 49 o2 xFAMe} opzt Fal- T - A FAANE TF
Gehbs w A Agko g shobaln edl o] AA(H. H Gerth)st WZ(C W. Mills)9

o 2n S Adsntez e ‘eslel dohn vlzast FE%a Yedl ov v
BAol s Bl A 733}91 sipe) S48 Aol EAsich doe) FASEL FYFIoRYEH,
Foae g7 4vozvy 2dx FFUS A4vez e Fa'sle] ek MY WHE
szass F%e wch sty Wsel ANAAZ slzase AEe IR 4
Abel(dramatized special case)Z 3¢ F+£1 P g2Hn UL voFoz A of2 2 A0
2ag gudez wEnz o o ¥ E4% A A FAT AT 3o ¢ AR

29) H. H. Gerth and C. W. Mills, From Max Weber: Essays in Sociology (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1958), pp.215~6.

30) S. M. Lipset, "Social Stratification: Social Class”, in D. L. Sills, (ed.), International
Encydopedia of Social Sciences, Vol:15 (New York: Macmillan Company and Free Press,
1968), pp.303~4.
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2E Hol vk AMz M) AAE BEAH) TPHoln TEAQ AL olAsE Rojch. "W

e Feds gejdd, gelsAgde vidAds 2 743 J1AE A48 53 L4
gt o] 2|3 ouloll A & o el A Afe Y Ho ok 2 BE A ZASe) 43
7t Adata YAete Akl A v @A AN E Roljn e AHeldh oleF AR
Ao 2 3t FxA o] Aoy "ol Al sf4g AZ2(a petty routine creature)ol] AR gkr|
@ 2o c}. 3

e} BE Ao Ao dAstd Aoz oo} qlzte] Hetao} = WY} 25E FH
stedl H447 g2 Fhel £vKcharisma)el ek Ftel vl BE AeAA A, F el P49
H=3td od st wsl = Aol ® AaAA gelste) 4o JehdE A2H 24¢
Eolvbst] 13 Avlela A FlelAolE od3ly] HEAw Akl L] AFgFAAE 7Y
23 Aoz vy} AP e|RTo H%g AEY Yer} AUt

slwlof o3t Qlzlo] b AbslpAlet 2alo] E)]3A o dAf 9elE HAHslax e &
Z Absl o} A7} FEA & oo} F FoluHt TEHA £74FE 2t ot AR Aol
FolAl A9 oJolg 45407 spolsle Aol ohviet 221d AM 7 AAs e AEE HAY
dtaab ghoh wpizo] wbelw Q1712 AXE 7| 2(out there) 2 FA 22 o)zt Ho| ohfe}
2R AEH Yol $5Ho 2 e gk ol2jd ALY o] 3L g A A
dl4, TE ASH 99 4iolA vehts A8 Hl gel A4 AAl & £ AYhW

Ao b3l o) HeAH Felgirt Az AR FEHE FHASGE FHlA. A2 o 72l
2014 A 227} 4G BEAH 22 e PN Tt UGS /M 4 Aok 2 ey
€ BEAZ} AP FE =30 A KA £20)7] wFel vl AAx Az AFE
A sk A AHiron cage)o] B 7h5 Aol WA BE Ao w3 ok ® o] oM WM& vlzas
o} alo] & walrh £ #HdlHl 22|yl A 229 FEAET FHA7IZ U7l A Ao
dE 5AHE FAgATY o F AlAZ AZE vIAZIAI = AZFE AHHUGE HolM e
g7g ek a2l vpzasst 498 A AFAE FuEI] AR A= vbe A=A

31) H. H. Gerth and c. W. Mills, op. cif., p.50.

32) fbid., pp.49~50; HEAM 543 Az o geladNdzie] Haldo) A& =9+ M. Weber, Eco-
nomy und Society, edited by G. Roth and C. Wittich (New York: Bedminster Press, 1968),
pp.956~10059} H. H. Gerth and C. W. Mills, op. cil., pp.196~2448 A3 ¥ 7.

33) H. H. Gerth and C. W. Mills, op. cil., pp.245~248.

) ured Al AW EA Y} A8 5 B A e 2 e ata wlvl g gheanTT, TH AL o T2}
o] &AM E: x4}, 1981), pp.13~14.

35) L. A. Coser, Maslers of Sociological Thought ({R#SM5:E, THERBR(T) A& —Fat.
1979). p.346.
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gl JEhbE Aoz zatsliul vlsted wlule AF2 e A9 Exe] Thed AeE
v okt Aol4 o]z} olch el ool 49 ofrA7w s AL AY F
g ¢z e AoAG®

Hagol AsFHe FAH F3E vehlE ofxr] AYE F2 A4AALE A=) A5
o A4LPAT olxv] HPL AcH L] dxle] AW E Atz & olv #Eelth

o Ee AEAlAE 37 Z(cultural structure)9t AHE TR £ AL} FE}e BN
g, 74 LaTFEY ERFASHUTe] HES FAstE TEA AAAAR, YT
AbE) B2 A Tho] A8l So] chopabAl Welsl e Ahsl A Tl Az FReh A FALANA £
H Ego AL g Hoz AAA FRdAAE Axshd bl AL 2ol AS3E
AEE FA G Aot ged o) 43 F34H Sx o Awsbd Fxbke] 2 2l(disjunction between
cultural goal and institutionalized means) ¥ 4% =) E& ofxolal FAebs UAck™ olAdd] £
qpo] 2ata Hol A 2EH T dE A WF ol & Aoz FAY & A& AT 51l
A3 Ao 4 AsEo] AR e AfolE ohwo]dAte] Yrhte Aol

W Eo| ofru] MY S AHgFZEA 48 dehlE Aoz Agstn Uddke AHelde A2
275 o2 uis o A2 ARdE 2o e ul$ Aol Hade] F3d AT A
#1¢] 4} (deregulation of goalsyd obxvle) ZA oz wi wiele], »{E& bl AE FAHY
4} Al(dergulation_of means)ell © 2AL Eo] olrv]E zasin gtk

AZA dolo] BANR0] FADA ATole HNY F2AE FA=E 2 AFFEE AR

9% A Aash AR Fiol AAAE 4gehe B2o) wFel A

o O, ol £

=2 75]T- ]\- T
W3 seAde] AWE A Heh3® o9y ATTE AL AT dEH<l FY AZ
7h5Ado] AB| DS ol A L 551 ol wl, AlelE sl HA £ ol B3 = A
7 vhebd Aelch o] A A Sxbole] o & 5ol Howl 4T viPHA FRE

o) 237 o] lst@Ee) Wt © wobd Aolch
e} wEo] @aht Astel oE4, 3 £d TEE AHY) AN AHE Fdol
et ¢gol 238 oheolE obIR

36) Ibid., pp.345~6.

37) R. K. Merton, Social Thory und Sociel Strueture, enlarged ed. (New York: The Free Press,
1968), p.216.

38) Ibid., pp.190~3. HES ofwol M e FHAZ 453 Arlolde] gelol 2AE Fob webd
odoz YUY 4IRS S FEH 2 S8 ksl A ol 4 2 Al & ohxelHe
Abs)al Aoleh.

39) M. Abrahmson, op. cif., pp.79~80.
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40) M. Seeman, "Alienation and Engagement”, in A. Campbell and P. Converse, (eds.), The Human
Mcunirg of Sociel Chanyge (New York: Russell Sage Basic books, 1972), pp.468~9.

41) /bid., pp.469~70.
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4 ode 99959, dAN 24 FAYo] A4S A s AWe o] F For|dez ofddn
ek olgjg Fou|de =Ar9 #Fe AT Jehts slale] Azbel A ST

=

42) M. Seeman, "On the Meaning of Alienation”, op. cil.; "Alienation and Engagement”, op. cil.,
£ ¥z

43) M. Levin, "Political Alienation”, in Eric and M. Josephson, (eds.), Hun Alone: Alienalion in
Modern Sociely (New York: Dell Publishing Co., 1962), pp.227~39; J. E. Horton and W. E.
Thompson, "Powerlessness and Political Negativism: A Study of Defeated Local Referendums. "
1.J.S.. Vol.67 (Mar. 1962), pp.111~30; D. G. Dean, op. c¢if{.; A. G. Neal and S. Rettig, "On
the Multidimensionality of Alienation”, .1.S.R., Vol.32 (Feb, 1967), pp.54~63; C. S. Fisher,
"On Urban Alienation and Anomie: Powerlessness and Social Isolation.” A.S.R., Vol.38 (June
1973), pp.311~26.

44) K. Mannheim, Man and Sociely i1 an Aye of Reconstruction (New York: Harcourt Brace,
1940). pp.58~9. -
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45) R. Blauner, op. cil., pp.22~4.

46) M. Levin, op. cil., p.231.

47) A. W. Finifter, "Demension of Political Alienation”, American Political Science Review,
Vol.64 (June 1970), p.390.

48) E. Fromm, The Sane Society (New York: Rinehart; 1955); C. W. Mills, W hite Collar (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1951); D. Riesman el al., The Lonely Crowd (ZEHP 538, ¢ ]
g MR Mg ZBEx{LE, 1974).
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51) R. M. Maclver, The Rumpurts We Guurd, R. K. Merton, op. cit., p.2160] 4 9l &.

— 242 —



4929} ojru |5

A S(maladjustment)s} F-9joi 2 1Fetn U} Z AQle) Hadely T2} ALH A Alslo)
2 Agea e 4UE w3 JdE Ao|nhD
obivlote] Add ZAol BAL ZE A2 L A5 Ay Al e A Zksh 213 87 ol
A9 Aol el dE A2E Jehye FE5E 4H3o ofxo)e} "’E(anomla scale)§
T3 Ak 2 olkvlolE ‘27 of Elpsle] A2z (sense of self- -to-others distance),
52 A7) of e}zbepe] 497 (sense of self-to-others alienation)2. & 482 “=7] o} ef#to}
¢ &% (selfto-othdrs belongingness)S L}E} & Eunomias} o4 4 4be) Gl A4
T e A Addoz HFHn Ak o9} e ofimlo} Hd& ofolo] o} Wi(D.
C. Meier and W. Bell) 59 2] stabgol ofs) e, Auh #4 5o ojojz #4594
Ae £ AE HER 298 YehilE AYeR 2olAE bW 228 H 9] 2Ee
ohi-vlol He & Qo) wifoli} ojo]E HofslE N9 Az Ash AMele] 7 AHe=tg
SAde Aelst @ 4 Uk 74 L7} Kwhe] x99 & Aoz AHY T4
TEAE 5 e AL olxoloprl XA Ble] Egr)se ofs HAMcd T e
A Este] FAM75e 443 FARIGE Aol

rir

V. 20y =

°f 28 7% FAe Asteld £ogo] & oo} ohxols] AP wof wad AEH
A Aoldeh oY S AN St 299 olwele AYe A FzA 9o|s)
AR QR oJelz ¥ F Aol of¥A =eisle] $EsE wama selch

a9l Agel AgF2A ofujz AL P 2R F2 FTEHoHo} ¥ WEAY
28 gelads ANE deplE vBA o6 E HEGt o)f@ Sule ofz 2 so) A4
FEAAA et glid, Webd AsFEA BAe Wt £AEAT] AHFEY 24
of g ov g wAse] wleln Aele] Jolgeho] 2HL Fol £o9 Ade Faa
AsAeied BAe vBEE AL FAT A ook

rir

52) D. Riesman ¢! «l., 0p.cit., pp.397~411.

53) L. Srole, op. cit., pp.710-11.

54) D. C. Meier and W. Bell, "Anomia and Differential Access to the Achievement of Goals, " A.S.R.,
Vol.24 (April 1959), pp.189~202; J. L. Simmons, "Some Intercorrelation among Alienation
Measures”, Social Forees, Vol.44 (Mar. 1966), pp.370~2; D. R. Eckart and R. Durand, "The
Effect of Context in Measuring Anomia”, Public Opirion Quarterly, vol.39 (summer, 1975),
p.199.
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55) L. B. Otto and D. L. Featherman, "Social Structural and Psychological Antecedents of
Self-estrangement and Powerlessness”, -1.S.R., Vol.40 (Dec. 1975), pp.702~3.
56) 86 4, op. ctl., p.232.
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57) M. B. Scott, “The Social Sources of Alienation®, in 1. L. Horowitz, {ed.), Thc New Sociology
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1964 ), pp.250~1; J. Israel, -Wienation: From Murx
fo Modern Sociology (Boston: Allyn and Bacon, Inc., 1971), p.214.

58) A. G. Neal and s. Rettig, op. cil.
59) C. J. Browning ¢! «l., "On the Meaning of Alienation" (Letter to the Editor), .1.S.R., Vol.26
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Reality”, D.J.S., Vol.20 (Mar. 1969), pp.1~10.
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Summary

Alienation and Anomie in Sociology

Kim Jin-youny

The purpose of this paper is to review the classical and contemporary concepts of alien-
ation and anomie which have been discussed in sociology. I first examine basic differences
between social structural and psychological perspectives of alienation and anomie, and
then consider scholars’ claims in the light of those differences.

Alienation and anomie are complex concepts embracing multiple sources and individual
states of mind.

The perspectives about the source concern social structural bases, for example, K.
Marx’s condition of work of capitalist society, E. Durkheim’s social deregulation, M.
Weber's bureaucratization, R. K. Merton’s disjunction between cultural goals and

opportunity structures. 1 explore these sources of alienation and anomie.

The perspectives about the meaning of alienation and anomie involve individual's
psychological states and the nature of the relationship between individual and object. The
standard references of this issue are M. Seeman who clarifies six historical thematic variants
and L. Srole who conceptualizes anomia. This perspective defines alienation and anomie
not as an objective attribute of social structure but as individual’s subjective states and
perceptions.

Marx’s alienation and Durkheim’s anomie were concepts for a critical attack on the
dominant value and organizatiorc of industrial society. Social psychological definition of
alienation and anomie has confused and altered the critical meanings of the concepts under
the guise of value-free sociology.

The conceptual transformation of alienation and anomie provides us with useful
informations of the sociology of knowledge. Considering that propositions of the sociology
of knowledge are relevant to external social reality, social psychological definition is ab-
stract and alienated thinking. Although it is said to be value-free, it is ideological in its

identification with existing social structure.
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