Miliibol HY REBAY RS
194 48 AR
= 4, (BEER, PEE 4R =

& 7N R

(B R
1 K RERN N i) BE
I Hiifee) #2 Vo i
I #Hrifts RiEER

1 F:oAzEEN

A AFA 4¥e2AY 2AE 2 Y4740 ABRepA A A gA, ddA =
A9 288 17004 A HE Azggctn ok, AR 249 Eas wAdd agezqe A
AT 27, AARALY FA, HMFQ wAd, AszAY P4 F iz AHRD Y
D o] 85 AT EELY A4S ojztn v, A =49 s wA L A4
o] & Ao} v o At 3.

Hiire] B AT AL, AP, das, AT, AHAFE F 2 gopl A A
S5 R weh d2He] $toh. @BRAA EAE sdete AL dpHeE Hii—F
H 4% g@knes T30, fige &8s 24482 7oA REML EF2
gl Aokl o2 olalatiuk oh®l RIS Aeole wkEdl Euydl Rel wdsti WHE
Fa) B8 229 S ha TR YE A2 olsishiky iAol aE v #EE
2241319 AA0] AHs AAHD EAAY fRlo] vehgr] AFebe Hilift BRERel 24

1) 0.D.Duncan, “Human Ecology and Population Studies”, P.M.Hauser & 0.D.Duncan (ed.),
The Study of Population : An Inventory and Appraisal, Chicago: University cf Chicago
Press, 1939, p.68l.
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2 ¥ 3
9 244 T3 gl

olebrlol, W& 1930 Ee A~ K BMERurban-rural continuum)e] ¢) 3¢
ol A fRifift FA1E chRalch, o] 1AL T Akl o] 9] % A (pre-industrial city)s} Abo) =

Al(industrial city) 2 W85 = Y5} FHo] T8 A7 LA FA o] QS ou| g},
L.Wirth, R.E.Park, R.Redfield 5o] =2 o) %3 &z 5»]c},

L. Wirth 2.9 #9% “Urbanism asa Way of Life”(American Journal of Sociology, Vol
44, July, 1938, pp.1—12)sl4 Q479 27, AFUE, 22 RItolele 37H4 248 =
A9 s 56 a FHPstd k. R.E.Park: Human Community(New York: Free Press
of Glencoe, 1952)cll 4] %419 A}zl T2 el 7-A e o] 25 T AA 43S 24599
R.Redfield= The Folk Culture of Yucatan(Chicago : University of Chicago Press, 1941)] 4]
REES Wirs A9 A4d4 SEoa At FA aAFF vhe) o], o] FL EA—F
& AdFAE] YA A Fe pHo2 KKk A7 g4},

olg& AR Fhe AEFH AR AlASY Ee] T4 fAg AFoF 5el vl F
A EA AsgatEo o durs] A s gheb. zehv A e of g o 2 d A4
a3 atxe], #ififbel A dvE 2 Aol FWSlshet.

weba] £ =2 fdifte] Ad A7 dFEE FEAQME ALR 2tgel gAm g
Aub) 2209 A, F38q 82 A F AlAS AR endy A JA4AY o]l + de T
g FAEE FAstL, volri4 dor AT FAHY AAA dTE AR AT A4

sedl 1 Aol gt

I #riks #

Wii— 24 AR AANA 224430 vigt 248 5AL TG AL F A
7b det. sk itk (urbanism)o] 2, k& vk #difk(urbanization)e] et FiHw &4}
gl Mg 2419 5L 5HY A A shebal By Mol 2, e XA K
if(urban) 0.8 ¥ F5o] st A& shetdte BB Adelot. o] WlF E34 44l
s ol o Fihifke ko] A A olch. afFoll 5H o & FohA 242 ik
Mg EFgctE AL 2ohA oels gt

1930 ) o} F E A1l ARE AT ATET TALE I o BAEY Ad e A &

2) L. Wirth, “Urbanism as a Way of Life”, P.K.Hatt & A.J.Reiss, Jr.(ed.), Cities and
Society, New York : The Free Press, 1957, pp.1—24.
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ififbel] gk T EEY #EE AL A% RR 3

o bR Feel4 EKE & e

D TBEHER 2 BERS
2) e Hi

3) RBEY) Wi

4 AApy B

A, TBER g BEBLY S04 Bk A4 Lk At@pEsd da AAHn
At ol w2 Mitie] AbslH SAolut 557 AdA 5o WAl HHATY TE, HH
EE, F2 78 fdo] #iliy (urban)olebe §] Fol Azsta geb.v 2 md x4
+ W.L.Kolb, W.Firey, G.Sjoberg 54 5 4 glc}. o] 52 (k@ (Efti# 2 (cultural values)
22 ZA AR A Y YA 2AE AdRshd A ffdifest “alzbe) [TEERe] #ifigy(urban) o
2 He FFolch. ek @t ek, o9k $AFkAl S.A.Queenst O.B.Carpenter® x4
seb "B G2 ol stz Y.

Ao olg 77t AFH22 B SYAde] iz 4Pz AEH &9
AfolA & & fe M2e R4 YN TR TARY AdE 2 gekm A
F 1A% 340 ARES 9922 @ 29430 AT S0 REEOE A A%
dok G4 wWstsige] T kel ool Ystdd, £AH WARA TL A B
A SAL2AE BN ALHA, HELYE DFIE F4, ¥F4AY A43FARGE Ao
T F4, A4 AAY 37H 54 & 3

AEdo2 v7, o2 e a4 AR Ads BE B AT 24 959 35,
UFF4Y B4 ) 43449 kol TAGL =T Al

B, REESY WES 34 28 YL U4 4R T ZAVEY @
vk EFrd e AYTFE, 44TE, 29, A9 AL, AEH 59 AYlH EHH
ek ol gl 3, il "Fa(villagee] 2 AAFAA Tt HHoeD 93,

3) E_.E.Lampard. “Historical Aspects of Urbanization”, P.M. Hauser & L.F.Schnore(ed.),
The Study of Urbanization, New York : John Wiley & Sons, Inc,, 1967, pp.519—554.

4) G.Sjoberg, “Comparative Urban Scciology”, R.K,Merton, et al, (ed.), Sociology Today :
Problems and Prospects, New York : Basic Books, Inc,, 1959, pp.33;9-356.

5) S.A.Queen & O.B.Carpenter, The American City, New York: McGraw-Hill, 1953, p.29.

6) R.Redfield, “The Folk Society”, American Jounal of Sociology, Vol.52, January, 1947,
pp. 293-308.

7) E.E.Lampard, op.cit., pp.519 -520.
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W AT, ARTFE, L, A9 AT At 24 4
v EARR FAoke o0 . ol e & shdE 24 WY
HBIEES AL Ao olAT A% it 45 FRlRce FAAAR AYL
FzA 49¢ 57 AR ol ¥ & UYL e
HRR 4SRN F23 depiA Aot

EL ERANI ST AHAAY T2 AFH AT AARAL2AE FAES
Jei, 9 FAH A&, A% 2FA WY T L QY A% AARAA F2 3
ol A8 EAsE TA9 G BUH 2 HEE2AY Adeleh s

A, £RB8L BEY 9449 =R 2 AE A Ao2d EA7FY A
o B3}, #rh{k(concentration), 4r&%{t(decentralization), W =AW 2 B4, M &g F
9] AYUalA 2 AMdo] TA=}. 2 ol 24 &x 24+ 0.D.Duncan, J.P.Gibbs, W.T.Martin
5¢ 5 4 k. oL 4, AT, AH¥2A, Hages § 4/hA dele]l 4R dRFH
Atk AA kel A EA Sl 3] gk o] adFeta gleh 0 1§ 4halY AR AEE
2o wek stzx, 2) ¢ 43 uelAY 2 £ulAREY P4 F el w2 B2,
3) & 4k3lY BAEY AxE A Fo =} E2d, » T ALY e
Aulj Az A JEo oy G2

o] gAl B o, o]5L ity ArlE AT EAZFTY T FEY 44 F3 g
gz s, F, olEL AT EAVFY T Exo 49 L ARBER Mdss e Ash
d4, SAEAY AT T2 JA4FH & T8 AFor ¥ Yok #wHek4d o]lE
EA 39 g4 ABER B (ecological process)2 2 AWk 2R FadHE £
ik, suirk, FEft, 78 59 Hde2 £4& A=sx .0

A, ARy BR2AY =A% A 441 384 a4 /b3 ge] ofe4 54

8) W.S.Sayre & N.W.Polsby, “American Political Science and the Study of Urbanization®,
P.M.Hauser & L.F.Schnore (ed.), op.cit., pp.115—156.

9) National Resources Committee, “The Process of Urbanization: Underlying Forces and
Emerging Trends”, P.K.Hatt & A.]J.Reiss, Jr.(ed.), op. cit., pp.64—77.

10) G.Sjoberg, “Theory and Research in Urban Sociology”, P.H.Hauser & L.F.Schnore (ed.),
op.cit., pp.157—189.

11) fA%, mmitdd o AREBSY e FR-LBEN MES B2E PL2E, REAS
® RS8R HEBRMNRLBM R, 1976, pp.57—64.
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Milifeol AL HBY BEE AL AT RSB S
olth. ol 3 EAAEY g4 F¥ol} A ¥ A T2 L A FA b Ang el
ghe F lsaq 2 Mde]l Hogsd. dx A 224+ K. Davis, H.H.Golden, N.P.Gist,
L. A Halbert, P.K.Hatt, A.].Reiss, Jr. 52 5 & 9|t},

P.K.Hatts} A. J.Reiss, Jr.-& 937 219 W2 Apt %HEL 249 S(centrifugal movement)
3 74 &-&(centripetal movement) & FAlol Yoz glEdl, o3t AT 2Ade] =AY
FLEE Pl TAEEE d2sie Aol BAgaw EHIL glch. olo]4 o] FL Afk
Aol A EAQFY vl =A% ZPAus " Yddn wgheh.® Ko Davisst
H.H.Goldenx P.K.Hatte} A.J.Reiss, Jr.3 $9¢ A S 22 Yot. & o]5% =48z
AA Aol AT ZALTY ulfoleln HYsta, FF I =AY FYUdygoem
U= - (U=5A439 3%, P=tal 474, P=24 4Fde T4& Adsx gl
£t N, P.Gist, L.A.Halbert!® 5= o]} U Mds} 5d¢ Yoz =A3F 3
=3k glct.

o] FHlAY xA AL G AFAHL AdolslE AR, deketd AF £9 &
A =AY TFHol FUdstA ¥, EF FUL Yt AR 2 FHo| FebAlch. sido A
T AHEAAA T2, HARd 2 FHFY, 4T T2 o A Y413y 44 Y
Eojete Aol A A3 o] Yastn dhal .

I #®iiftd REER

EA%E FA8900] FAAAY EAE F sbx FdelA =9" £ U s EEMW
Falolx, =& shie HEM S, §EY A4 24, EAFH9 FHagde EA
T4 adlst 594 2 F Ao 2y #EY QA 2, F48 245 AAo 7
Zol| oA AFHL =439}t Aol & vebdA dHE 48l3 AEA. oA T Wih—
B ERERY RAANA F 4, X443 443 T2k AR} Fhwez HA e 2
Selgtct. @l Wik FA040 =A% Adel At A2 de} 2 T F

12) P.K.Hatt & A.J.Reiss, Jr.(ed.), op. cit., p.79.

13) Loc. cit.

14) K.Davis & H.H.Golden, “Urbanization and the Development of Pre-industrial Areas®, D.M.
Heer(ed.), Readings on Population, Prentice-Hall, Inc., pp.40—56.

15) N.P.Gist & L.A.Halbert, Urban Society, New York : Thomas Y.Crowell Co., 1948, pp. 41—
42 3=,
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ek shal ek,

2y FAE 4+ ' ukeh o], EAHe] BT 47 b AL AdE AHEd ol
AE (AT Ado 2 172 AFIE DAY Azol4 A7 QA get. vbFe &
s, [QTAH 4403 AT b E 3742 ALl ALY EA%Y AdER F3] 1A A9
29 Q7Y AF12 AAY F 2oz Yo gl 2444 S04 2AHS AN
& EHST et ol¥A ¥ o, Az RANY TEAQ FA842 [5F A9z 4l
F AFlolgz & & Uk, ATFAF oY =A% Faage A #4FY rhAR K
e 5 A

D AAA <l
2) 71€4 &4l
3) 7bA Ay 26l
4) +k314 14Y
3 Ay ¥daql

A 22l AA4 g4 2458 0 A9 9P AEder T4 MRS
A&, =% &4, 9 59 A% % (market complex)ele A o4 FLsled, o A%
A g4, S, 49 ARd U Ey ALl A EHabEee] Aol F EAEHY
& aslolebe gl o],

E.Shevkys} W.Belle "4 et 32 ATl doluba Q& 7125l d8d 4540
ohel, AAH &2 2 A FdA Aark 2ol duetd, TY 27, ATHLE 2
B o]A4de T4 WS Anetedl & Fa4E 2L AL BA%Y FRH FHE
Veb ) & R3lr] wfEolck. zelm T Al AA AF3] ol A9 & AEels] = oo
2 ok, E o]HE 1AAYoA 3t o2 WEHgen Ay 45 RAY AE HEA
o WSt Fobeks] w el EAS FAMGT 2akeh 0 ol HHE FHANE TEA
) & (structural index) 24 BiAECskill) 29 W&, J4gF) F2o dsh, ATTEG A
3 5 37hAl £4F B2 Y=®

)9} ukel, ©u|F8 F7} A4 $14d3](National Resources Committee)2] =] 59 =43 33

16) E.Shevky & W.Bell, Sccial Area Analysis: Theory, Illustrative Application and Comput-
ational Procedures, Standford: Standford University Press, 1955, p.8.

17) Loc, cit.

18) Loc. cit.



Bilifel WY HEBH EEE YL AL AR 7

of B ATE EQol ot EAHS FAAck Pk, ol o] B EFET A F
F——F7t 8 Bod, 4 2 Yo, B4 W $d—2on KFlEte =4 WY 24T
=A% A% Fad Fa8qloz wokeh Y

71&Y 291 54 o] EA% Hr HalAde Fud FU9 A EF oz FAst 2
ARA 3} FAZ A A god g 56 AdBE FA F& 2R &L A
AeAEe Lo $Adset. doz 2y, 44832 T A% Aot AsxAE 4
dA ZHAA FE AYado + F YUt

o] g &t M A shel4] 7]% (technology)s EA|3he] 8% ¥ 7bx £xa908 % 5 gl
o] w Zlgolad =T A Z EEA A2 F o) Fsx Adste A4V RL Ek
€ 4 d=t

olB g AL ARUAelE Frbeld LEF ol FENT EokE EAAD L
24 2 A3 EAY 4dTE Y 24 Y A8 845 T4 LAHA 9FE T =4
e Fag ¢ 7HA FA8qo8 gt

28y ZlEe Aol Y A A EAR WEGE 2719 EAS A E e o
£89% ¥oE £43 aqlo]gl ot e uds uelo g § AkiAbEdl A9 2A|F 38
lezde o2 84 T2 A990] Aasdx e A 2+

paed}

0

.

4% K|gE 2921 A (valuedo] EAlshe] ek olAldhe Adl= %3 =48 (urban
expansion)$] A3t AEE + 9. o AslE A9 E20] (urban land use) ¥ 43 F
29 AFo] 444 AAALoRA ANRE FEYch. olgA w, o] AL w4 AT
A FAs BEdez SEIHAY, AART P22 DA & A FHadler £+
E Aol A et DAL Alolst Ytk AARAE AAY WD 2 EAY AHTEY
¢ 7tA AYaqgoz sFE M Webers) o] zL A olofrt. 20

M, Weber o] 2]o] W.L.Kolb, W.Firey 5= %419 Auerd 729 & 742 ZAHgLles
A AAABE F44c. W.L.Kolby T.Parsons2] 43wl & (pattern variable)E X% 2 sty
2AY 4525 4aEd zAe APGRA EA%Y FUu8do24 AR AF(value-

orientation)-& 7 X c}. 2

19) National Resources Committez, op.cit., pp.6t—77.
20) A.H.Hawley & W.F.Ogburn, “Inventions of Local Transportation and the Pattern of Cities”,
Social Forces, Vol.24, May, 1916, pp.373—379.
21) M.Weber, The City, New York: The Free Press, 1968, pp.30—42.
22) W.L.Kolb, “The Social Structure and Function of Cities”, Economic Development and Cultural
Change, Vol.3, 1954, pp.3—46.
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8 + % A

W.Fireyt & oldl As@dsnas 549 494 sgs 729 2480024 7
AREL T 22U 2ol G, BAY FHA Bk A2 T2l AR
Fo AAEEE Lo of AA] oluahkol wek £AY £l R, AFAY 44, B
FA4Y A4 Fol g Aol Andon £AHS FYE debAA Do}

A, AAAe]l BAY AAAL ANEALE ohlel AR Aol Fad aqdoz
444 & 4 YAE, AN AAR BA S HE adEH £AHY BAAY
Ao Aedoz 453 4 Ak A 2ed® ANRL A, A4, A4 S 2L
AdEs g THE AU TAE AL AT sAlek et

AtElH H™: 4h3ld A9 (social power)d T A3 jF sbA] FAlgcleog Boe e A
Hol F3uls7t & £ dotv ol 55T #Aold. A7A A3 A 4oz WAle & 4+
38 AAHq AEE dujst, FAE 54 =AY AAHA FHHE v, § 4
9 AAAE, ZAAAE, A g Faubo] stk wte} 2 A3 =439 33
o] et 4 ke AL A AAE + Ut el 7 Ay o AaAHQ A9
52 ol 54 A AAqez s¥cke FAH Y Fo 8 2 49 =AF 3
Aol getd T dotvw AE A HEE F A dE Fd, 53 249 EAAY A
Z 2AAYE FYshe FAHel A 2 249 =413 o] defalet.

ok e FRIA EASY FAo24 A45H 44 4FE ATFIAE 4o es A
9 gict. W.H.Form, M.Meyerson, E.C.Banfield, P,M.Hauser %2} $-£4q 77} sl&
Eeolet.

W.H.Form At3ld 48 & A9 F2Y4 53] BAo]& F3o APaglelebn AFs
qA ZALAY AAE Eshke D424 2hsld 0] £33 AYadolzgtm Rk
t}. 2 M, Meyerson, E.C.Banfield 5& 4F3]4 4 A2 g ko ase olodAetse A
o Az Exolg #F¥Yol AASL z A3 ZAHY FHo| AL Egkct.®
P.M.Hauser+= & «F3]9] A4 dge] =2 4t A 4 714 Uy F4& 89loz ¥

23) W.Firey, “Sentiment and Symbolism as Ecological Variables®, C.C.Shrag, et al.(ed.),
Readings in General Sociology, Boston : Houghton Mifflin Co., 1964, pp.103—108.

24) W.H.Form, “The Place of Social Structure in the Determination of Land Use: Some
Implications for a Theory of Urban Ecology”, Social Forces, Vol.23, 1954, pp.317—323.

25) ©] Eaol4 9 dFEEAE g & 4 E¢] glet. M. Meyerson & E.C.Banfield, Politics,
Planning and the Public Interest, New York : Free Press of Glencoe, 1955. E.C.Banfield,
Political Influence, New York : Free Press of Glencoe, 1961, F.Hunter, Community Power
Structure, Chapel Hill i University of North Carolina Press, 1953,
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Heliftol A aBy EBE 9L AT RE 9

o] AAA @ %A Wao] =tA mAste) Aol Fo aqdoz Agdde TAEA A
ztate Az @ A4 A4 $44500H 0 G Sjoberg= AR Y 84 IAHH FE
42 4b8d Adolm, oL =49 WAL 4Ry FEEE ofuet TAHSE AR
o AsjzAdw AAHd FEE ol A2 BYeh "

MEfEE 280l Ay 2gadeld EA8 Faaldr & AHAS AHEA A
oA weluhd ¥gdoz PZde gAolch of YFL F2 =4 A Fasd dH A xH
gict.

O. D. Duncanz} L. F. Schnore: 37, a1, 4At8zx4 4 s1Eolet e 47bx 8919 534
Fgoz FAHN FASGE 4 %\3}1 gleh.?® o] 5o 2sld, o] 4rtA L4FL JlE
Aoz A5 dRse] gy A Fel o s} W e 8459 WHE 2A[LP

A e a9l ok uk G. Sjoberg® 94 EAIFHY FA8E 5 AddAA A
st gk, e p3ldY 7] -5(social function), 3334 7}z 3 (cultural value), 7%
(technology), 4@ (power) 52 47bx 299 S84 %o S48 o|Felgota 22
PR

P. K. Hatts} A, ]. Reiss, Jr. & 944 2459 844 344 AdolA =& 57b
2E AT b FAGAS 89, €89, 4989, +49 €2, 4949 A% 4
Epd qlTd ™.

J. P. Gibbst W. T. Martino| el &3 Z¢as e A 94 3¢ FAe F40]
g} FA4stx 0. D. Duncans} L. F. Schnores] A A3t 47b4] L4 o] 9]ol) 7] 2ot
£ 2bA 848 ¥ 274471 4@

26) P.M.Hauser, “Some Political Influence of Urbanization”, P.K.Hatt & A.J.Retss, Jr.(ed.),
op, cit., pp.527—536.

27) G.Sjoberg, “Theory and Research in Urban Sociology”, P.H.Hauser & L.F.Schnore(ed. ),
op.cit., pp.157—189.

28) 0.D.Duncan & L.F.Schnore, “Cultural, Behavioral, and Ecological Perspectives in the Study
of Social Organization”, American Journal of Sociology, Vol.65, 1959, pp.132—146.

29) Loc. cit.

30) G.Sjoberg, “Comparative Urban Sociology”, R.K.Merton, et al, (ed.), op. cit., pp.339—356.

31) P.K.Hatt & A.].Reiss, Jr.(ed.), Cities and Society, New York: The Free Press, 1957,
pp.79—81.

32) J.P.Gibbs & W.T.Martin, “Urbanization, Technology, and the Division of Labour ;
International Patterns”, American Sociological Review, Vol.27, 1962, pp.667—677.
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A

1gA & &, AT el Adeld TA% 23 ¢ AFLHE 4L B 24
o AFEA QA chAd £AolAE dAn 54 2 AAst ARYA sse] B
BEE Ha geba aaleh. AT, o5y AL EAst $AY FAE TaH Lz 3
ol datd o 719147 & 7 ko]t a4 c}.

IV #&mfte] Ek

$A dF3 whebgte] Al A9 22 1700 0S8 A zsglctm &b, 1900d W] &
7158 A B AL AReEE 2 E A2 $¥ P GHEA4 4ER ddta
A9 $HY Fgor A8 AAAFH T B 5 gl

2w o =4S AFAA R uE AgHe Sz E 5 dEst? uAH
BAAA Bl A} Fobol ek B4 Fele o) S dFg S & 5 . 2y & o
A AAA FAAA w2439 e o AE THAYL Molm gt & F 9
o2 A4l FollstE Zelle do] T EAHY Helo] BF =9st A Ao},

SlEE AAA Aol A% Pl 24 A4dUD) Yo ARAANGY FAE
ot hAl Sdell A v 4 glcf.

4!

AR, B4 bt Yo EuolAe w42 Feji fijE £AY b (pre-industrial
urbanization)9} i %5 #fifk(industrial urbanization)2 *38 4 o}, FiEL) it
Azkel Ated @3k AbsldA el Hz2 Aty 4L AFWE o Jepte 244 249 ¥
Aoletn FHE 5 Yeba, ™ o] e mAHE A AAA £FH 5 . 28y 24
A el 249 EA)Sfel]l FE Ak giEHEET & 18417) AdE Y ojo] EuAom
Ehd Fele] =4)steby god 4 geh, zelxm Al A S48 AdYD o] F 4HH 54
38 FAgelA debde F99 4k 4" 5 Y.

olgA & &, FERD Btk F2 ol 2aguy FgA suke szetd AR Fo)
ohA AlEst Hol A g Aol 4 Ao re wEdd T PFsHt 2 SFojgtn
AL gtk o] F3Y EAsE THEASN YAHE 2o0A B A AAETo|
O AHEEAY Frhel A dEbtR gl AFAQ FYole skl olHg 48 EASE
L AbslY Al ERARLE o whE $x2 AYHs] HEe iAol o E4

33) E.E.Lampard, op.cit., pp.519—534,
34) Loc. cit,
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Hitibol R oMy BBE YL AT AR

& (overurbanization)7t Al7at A2 o Fch. 22 o] F8 A8 3 STHYAA
AAA, AAY, Fad § 254 75 5ol AFe FA4Y Ao

ERE Btk FEAT Ad A ol AR A 2HA sHo AEE FH o]
S FY TAHE gel b ® o] fH Y A o] wakd ATt A4 et E
Ae2A EAdncte Qg £iTHE 22000k oJAY FPo2AE 48y wHAS
T T AT AA, AR EAALE Ak A4l Fg gl EAl, Ak
#ot Aol del sA 52 AA4 Y 255 2HdL FAGE TUAARAY T840 o
= Sl A, AEd4bE Y ek 540 A EAld A s A gl e A,
SA e M2d BEEED TRl H&A7Y, A 4t F8ele, F2F g
Aoz, Falgd Add A8 AFeHA el FA¢ TS FY et

Abd A E41389 ol 5A L Azt A AAIAA Rebe 2 TR Jehd
.30 Eol gAY ik Kl v AW doz =AW T Eis g S
A, A& HHS 750l Tk R AAR Hzm, A9 Aol oS AN An, ZAF
7be] o] go] v fikdAd, Absle]Fe] W& mEAct: & 5 A& Aol

A4, AR ERBEL EEEA A 2] s 24 A92F4Y Adol4 FEY 5
b, 2 wEd w24 E. W. Burgess?] RLGEMY M im(concentric zone theory),
H. Hoyte] BRIty HEif(sector theory)s}l C. Harrisd] #% %M B (multiple-nuclei theory)-&
' 4 A+

vk o] 59 o] &4 T4 A WA 24 FH TZ2Y Ads AR Ao
Felzt glotmh, Ak ATy FAE Al A AR /K3 & FHM Bdikd EAEH
L2 T80 A5 Fols. o] T2 A7 EY T4 £x9 Fdd 48 4 o
S Ebg Aol EobA o).

EA8 AL dEZAE FASE 2T & 24 755 242 AFH FL oay
29 FAbEsl FAC deidsl vkl &= 24 715EY R TS5 AT
TAA A geld, Fae 444 ZAgeasE 389 5 Aok ol E YA x4, &

35) G.Sjoberg, “The Preindustrial City”, S.Halebsky (ed.), The Sociology of the City, New
York : Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1973, pp.{3—53.

36) E.E.Lampard, op.cit., pp.519—554.

37) C.Tilly, “The Forms of Urbanization”, T.Parsons(ed.), Knowledge and Society : American
Sociology, Voice of America, pp.83—97.

38) Loc. cit,
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244 EASGE £A7 55 LA dA ofd A S Azl wsl 2A0] T RLNELE A
ruohid BR T& HHES Astts) BAg da€ § d=ta Al
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dubehe MR T Sk SASA 2UHS A2 BEH S& EAHMHH EA3
ez Az 2 ol WSl shal =gl

V & L

L EEL At EAS FF dTE 22 A, FaA84 R R S A
A3} ste] TAS 4L oA F Y FTTAL FAEE TAGT, VoA do = FF
9 EAZ 4T7E AT A5 AAGE o 2 FHE T

FA% + AR vhek Zol, & 4T Aske g Aol Lok F gl

1. #ititk(urbanism) & FFMBY A d Lul whal #itifk (urbanization) & BYRBAY 7 d el

2. HAfts BH—BH ZoRLE EiFkoz ATdclor ¥, AV, 152 =
A% A5 229 A5H 47e] eHe g2, AT AAL e & TR
A4 434 L $rdez Wtz gy d-Eoltt.

3. Ml Ade THEER 2 AERS, HEEKD B SRBN BEOACLN BX
T whA Aol A EHd 5 ool

4. HHLS FAaclezAr AAA aq, iy 89, A AF, AAAFH &
Qq, et ¢ § 57hAA AL 5 gl

5. #iifee W) 2FE AANY BANAL Jelst gt 2 FFAIEA A HER

39) M. Abrahamson, Urban Sociclogy, New Jersey : Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1976, p.205.
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4 olch. suEw, EA8e AL 229 1480 A TASLR sha g7 ool
oo 2Ed 2A8 gele A8 2084059 S84 H4 Astels] &gl W=
AUl A 5P Al FAE] YAHelok ¥ Aoleh. whef o A FeA W=, 4%
2 47h2 ALY =AY sk 57hA9 FA e L 7hA ALY FALLR TP S
o shiE FEY asolm, BE shiE ANREA saelx, velA shte WHAAH L4
el &, &hA ALY 2AR AY e AsAAA T2, AR TE, ATH L&
EFEY a4 BRE 4 A ¥4%A 2 ANBEY AL 2AH] AEE A
Rdd adsl 944 ase ALHY 4 . 2L BAHE FAANE A LA

T4 &4 ZtAAdd a4
0 AF(=ZA, A=, oA oRRTHE T4
O A3 AAATF2EA, AATE, ASH, O0TAAH AgL 34
ﬂlf&%’—ﬂiﬂﬂ vﬂ?M%,_ 7—1°3.-°_4 Xﬂ_‘{ri}) | oW A3
O 434 AAF =Y {3, A3F, )
=AY W) oxLal s
O AEFARE S FA & AgF4, w® 04394
A5 F2A A4
™~ /
AN s
N
P HAH &L

oTHAH YEFA
ozl d <l7AA
o4d# A F4
O ZHFIRY ¥ H
oswty B4

40) B.J.L.Berry, The Human Consequences of Urbanization, New York: St.Martin’s Press,

1973, p-159
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— Summary —

Toward Development of Sociological Framework of
Urbanization —with Special Reference to
Its Concept, Factor, and Pattern

Dai-yeun Jeong

The concept of urbanization is probably one of the best known and most widely used
terms in sociology and other social sciences. Its use in the academic world grows
daily. It is also true that the use of the concept of urbanization is as chaotic as is

widespread.

The objectives of this study is to develop a sociological framework of urbanization
with gpecial reference to its concept, factor and pattern, examining some leading
theoretical orientations in the urban sociology. It is expcted that the results would provide

an useful theoretical background for the sociological analysis of urbanization in Korea.

The study results, although the reference are based on some leading perspectives
on urbanization in western urban sociology, can be summarized as follows.

1. The concept of urbanization is a dynamic one as process, while urbanism is a
static concept.

2. It might be useful that the urbanization is approached from rural-urban continuum
rather than from rural-urban dichotomy. Because most of the cities, even though they
are highly urbanized, have some traditional rural attributes, and any traditional rural
communities also have some urbanized attributes.

3. The concept of urbanization can be defined in terms of four dimensions-value
system and behavior, socio-economic structure, ecological Structure, and demogra-

phic aspect. [Each of these perspectives has certain strengths and weakness, None of
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them, in their present from, can be viewed as adequate.

4. It was found that urbanization would be promoted by five factors-economic factor, )

technology, social force, value-orientation, and ecological factor. These factors
operate on the process of urbanization,

5. The pattern of urbanization can be traced from a macroscopic perspective. Its
pattern might vary depending on the criteria of classification. It was found that
normally two different criteria are applied to identify the pattern of urbanization.
One is the degree of industrialization, and the other is the ecological structure. If
one accepts this idea, the pattern of urbanization would be classified into two types, as

follows.

By degree of industrialization: pre-industrial and industrial urbanization

By ecolgical structure : decenteralization and metropolitanization

The perspective on the urbanization pattern is also the rural-urban continnum

approach rather than the dichotomy,

What type of sociological f_ramework of urbanization can be developed from these
findings ?

1. It might be true that the concept and factor of urbanization can be discussed
under the same framework. The major reason is that the concept of urbanization
should be developed from the factors considered to promote urbanization.

2. However, it would be desirable that a different perspective from that of the
concept and factor of urbanization would be applied to develop the framework of
urbanization pattern. Because the urbanization pattern is a result produced from the
operation of the factors on the urbanization process.

3. If the stétement described above is acceptable, the urbanization from its concept
and factor can be understood as a dynamic process of three dimensions-stuructural,
value system, and behavioral level. Out of the four kinds of concepts of urbanization
described above, value system and behavioral aspect can be subdivided into value
system and behavioral level, and the remaining three can be combined into the
structural level. Among five kinds of promotion factors, value-orientation is a

dimension of value system as the conceptual level, the remaining four are reduced to
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the structural level.

4. In addition to this assumption, if we accept it as being true that the structure
operates on behavior through mediation of value system, and is itself aggregation of
individual behavior, the concept and factor of urbanization can be approached from
three dimensions. And, the relationship among them can be diagrammed in the manner
of the figure below.

Structural Dimension Value System Dimension

Opopulation (size, density, heterogeneity) Oemphasis of group norm

O socio-economic structure (labour of

o . . e emphasis of formal role
division, industrial sturucture, stratifica- Oemp

tion, mechanism of market complex, ,| Oimpersonality
occupational specialization) Oisolation
Osocial force (pattern of institution, .
Oanomie
formal social integration, urban planning)
Otechnology (control of and adaptation to
natural environment, spatial order of
units)
/

N
N/

Behavioral Dimension

Omodernized life style
Orational human relation
Oselective action
Outilitarian action
Oinstrumental action

5. Finally, for the pattern of urbanization, if two criteria applied are combined,

four patterns are available, as follows.

degree of industrialization

@ o pre-industrial industrial
o — - - - -
%S‘ metrolitani- pre-industrial industrial ]
£ ‘g. zation metropolitanization _ metropolitanization
® 8 decenteraliz- | pre-industrial industrial
ation decenteralization decenteralization
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Such a classification of urbanization pattern raises two questions. One is referred to
whether most of the cities follow the same development process and pattern. The
other question is whether the pattern of pre-industrial urbanization and/or metropolita~
nization inevitably follow that of industrial urbanization and/or decenteralization.

The sociological framework of urbanization outlined above is on the hypothetical
level. It is supposed that its validity be examined on the basis of the empirical com-
parative study between developed and under developed country, between the countries

which is on the similar level of industrialization, and/or between cities within a country,
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