HERATEEEE A2 EE£E ] M o R
- Wi RSl BB EAS o Ha
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I. & W m. B%cdeles 4 BRI 3 #HE

1. 89 #R 1. FA#dde] e BHE

2. HRFE 2. B e ME - Kl %4
0. AR =W EEH M V. & W

— Sociogram 4T —
1. E
1. B %#B

1970 4% %7 A oL EEpo] BEAS M @B WS BT M- iEd RS R
B B4 olstd sl A sheh KA GBS HEAAXA B xel T8
Exdols TUgoy 2o /A BRee AT ¥ HER 22250 25 A4S EE
Hel st 159 AMAES FLEAFS Qe AT BESE AT F 4 kD HA
YR HREZ st F 294 ¥ 4 ARE skt B2A £u @RS Zted sHlt

aeb4 fitel e AN GBS B RS 1 HI Holde ol Y 2 {ER
o] BAgEel ksl = Eskn SAEEAA oste FAsE Aol ERES KO AP
Z3, SR WSl A9} FAlel Apdiel Fwrd Ffetke]l =2, 2Ft AU F& za}
£ Aoz EEskA Rie 4 15y RE HBhol AT KR/ EobF AHEtEe] Utk

fERe BHEsL olFe #zAc sleetx @Y 1 BESF TS KRS R oE 24 24
sl 2 grokw s BhHH e G sk 28 A3de JlHE ] AHe oAse A
o 23 HES zAsbsle HBAol LHEZ Aol o) F HAdMA T HEL 2 hLE EEoz I
E #Eite olvidlel LES oL HRAABMEA ol Holu £ B BFEA= AL of

ol

¥ o] AT 1981 MIUHSEUNEEMESY mARZEA T AY.
1) U.N. Economic and Social Council, Community Development and National De-

ve lopment : XA R, MRH RO BRI L\, FKRURR, 1968, p.5.
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W Foleh elole 5o BML MKH@HAES Faq Sutoln, i@ ALdoletn A
ZtE) e Az A A&H F Y G 840 Aok 2 ol o) B A
Blgeleha ghebed 20| “obfe) BEEEstn B Atz So] Helaieh SAYE 3 A} A
A RS EFH B HRMA A BEL A FYG AL obche. HEIE K
ghol 2lold s EHE wolt e 47b ohvel MolF BEIASS chA o) xi- A

Fzoleh ) whalalnl {E[RBHEOI A4 Laolot & e oo 4 Mzt Aol

dole 4 Az 2 Wit @e] 44 2 maEel ola) P4bsle Aolx ol % HHE ATl U
oA dn Gagteps ofel 2 goltd Maebs e A8 4 US golnh Ao«
Yol 4e “Adaba Bk Eel Lo Bmelsle WS (2, HoldS — EE IR
M= Dol FEE S e 2] del AEReh” ) 3 ol MmN ESl UK sole

ol

AL BARSHE bR Rl Sl 24 “olzh AU S B BEE F7she AMelA SUs
E AT olob A kel 2 R AAAl AR S UAEe0 olx Aol 4 o] e 4] &
sl ol Abgbe @ shei 19 of4bol] WA glo] 2 A4lo] sk vk HEF Y 4 g

HERL M e Bm ol 4ol Evk Zheeh
2elvh i} AAol A P AL F oelold oAl AFHAE T2 Ao B glo]
SRS B e WA delel T Teleldl ek &, oo 4 S PAkshE WA o
el4 wel Fole e MMl BEAs b2 Aol AHolAnl oS PAshe 44
ol & Ak ‘7z ehiz Alell4 Mml x4l et EE FARE o4 fHMe
Z #H 1% (power pool) o] s} ®)
Mg it @ o] BE fol b (Hffifpe] £4 Zg »
oh & BN M-S Abx)sto 90s &, uwskapd el BELsL o) ol S = el Hify
of 4bghEg ‘elelEebn A Hek® AT o Folq delEl BN [ F S FAsn
 olc) webd BAEECl MMl oW A WelE A
2) Harold F.Kaufman, “Community Influentials: Power Figures or Leaders ? *
in Roland L. Warren (ed.), New Perspectives on the American Commuity,Rand
McNzally College Pub. Co., 1973, p.401.
3) Charles M. Bonjeon, Terry N, Clark and Robert L. Lineberry (eds.), Commu-
nity Politics, Free Press, 1972, p.159.
4) William A, Welsh, Leaders and Elites, Holt-Rinehart and Winston, 1979, p.18.
5) mEH “BEBMHEMRY EBoMEd A HR T, BNKE HXE, 128, 1981,

p.107 &M,

6) Welsh, op. cit., pp.17-18; Martin N. Marger, Elites and Masses, D. Van No-
strand Co., 1981, p.29. ‘&’ 9 HEA Mo Ag == Welsh, op.cit.,
pp.2-12.,% T.B. Bottomore, Elites and Society, Penguin, 1964, ch.t3} ch.2

HEel ol AFHO] Yoi4 T AUEHE

-

dE elelt5S APz ustsh
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HELHME Y2l £ 80 mo) HE 3

27b 2 MEREtE AT 44 w§9 AUSe 8 AxSn Qg W 2 45 6EY A4S
< AgHoz dAo ‘AW A’ gu H4 FE Aol

BHBE BRI AFD choka Auig A5st £9R weh 2 SRRt v} o
35 BBH T2 F49 A4 AR u opdlobe FaA A o4 v 44 Hillel) o
HA4 BEAO Hhel AMAeR Yasn dold “q A% RE 2 £FAo] 4 FA £9)

EAS A EReld T4 A2 Aehil b7 n @k BEEHA Yd4E TERE
ool AR (EREMGY EHBEAG MKE o dold BN A4A Kol =
T Yek® BE @B dojdE oled TAA zA Lol AAA - wEH FEWHS o}
A FARK EIHBE 14D 2 BB HEEEA A ALdgE HE PATEE gk
2 HLADEL 22 W E EHREE 49 vE S AAstn dod, O ERY (3
Fo] Fe{e % HESY T ohet HKS HEBIEA Ml BES BN, HF;, w
Eote wlnd BHE Ak Aoz wolshV

apebd el o] Hfel4 THE Bfre HMRERES BEY ENMB=EEoz v
I oldl sisted EZalw et 2elste] WA BEBERGY NEEESS 2 ovlEe Bk
S Flfisle BBABES) Kot A ST ez O TEE Bfrel PIZc e = W sl K
M @y @ 2 FERASS FEIME LY M 2 BRLEKY THid s
.

ERol Fostul4 BARcle B o @ - QB MM oste EEY Aol
2. W% 5B
HEoT vlad e £ HBiS NEse Yoz EEMEERY Rtz H4d EFRUA

7) Syed Ahmed Hussein, “Elites and Rural Development in Malaysia} in B. Ab-
dul Rihim Mokhzani (ed.), Rural Development in Soutreast Asia, Vikas Pub.
House, 1979, pp.132-133.

8) [ebol ) ole “%ulBo] 2% AAlSl £¢ Adsitnl 189 $88 BelFE A A"
24 b2 993 9 39 (hamlet and village Committees and councils) 7}t 4§ 5
o] 9o} 1 gFL BAFEs}(Chakrit Noranitipadungkarn, “Rural Thai Elit-
es and Rural Development” in Mokbzani (ed.), op. cit., pp.148-149 &R )

9) HBEHE, ¥ #X M.

10) o) Wze ¥4aql FWHEMC ==m AA AEAAY & 34 %7 FE 29 AH Tz
of TE=Ee] Adow UFAFzE JAsks FHEY & 61 %7t AUHA Sl

1) RE - BEE, “SRMHLo] EHomss BEhd B AR ", BERIUARE &
# 19, &K, 1972, p.32.
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ol A HEESHT, FH BEzAY 2 ovlEe BEST, FERT Aol 4o FEHL
W S 52 5 4+ Aok o] dAFeAdL 4o e WEES EHG A s, of
BHL oz g2 dsled elold S Fsheu AMHE Hoz M=o Yop o)

olelgt dAL JRoE shn fTERES WANHS B 2 st HMK o4 B ihfEE
BES Ashoch BAHR FRES HME BT & - LB BRI o 2, ¥ M)
EEHTE At He faez ¥ 2 IESshn WEHD WKL & 2@ FRECHL
PIdel WA & | ) WESZ Bk o g BEY 8@ FRES, 458 i
FE Fo dAs cho3 ek

Blbws : 2" SE (UMD, TS5 DE(HEA)

REMR 0 ddw LE LR ), A4s HE )

AL : ¥Ye KECHLUM), g4 YREE)

BRI : otelw CE (), $59 JB (R

BREE BES vl4os st 23 HMARERS v4o 2 sk A, F 7422 A4 59t
HEd og BEMKE 2 fTEREe Bkel BHSEAAY ESRREL 2= Wioz T4y
o 74 e RES o W W EH2 ALsdch o FRe LN TR MR
FASo e HME MES oo dudsgst 1 HMES O HBERSY it - KK
) $50, @ BBERS 4ol BBY BAS T WLow BRI @ He Bmn a
A S RS datedAe A, “ole Ao Fad Aol FHodshAl o AUYYEST ofd
ol Aol RE A b 2 BES 2 AAY o)A £ Uckn YAHAUA? 7 ehu
& Apetabe A Hshes AU T A o A4S MM ASellE 1 £9F Y
shadeh A, olPAlshe] AL FHE x4 oslEe SAFHEe shubal 449 77 (soci-
ogram) Hitkel o# TSI el @EHS Bhl o HLET EEMEE Lol 4 x5l
£ deEge] A2 ohE Yol oot delEe §S St 1 Ao e - K =S4
S DFHANY de BBl oo LREH HAs3ch

BEES) & (TR glolAo) BlpMaL 19824 70 BRAET A8 ABES 1982 4
12 4 3¢ 19834 1 Hol frhmjoe Asgleh o Hoeel Atk 1o MESS 2 doix

I

12) &k, RICH&OEE, L3, 1978, £8%F 3=z,

13) ZEH, d<B/EHER, EWEXLH, 1976, pp.238-239 2.

14) FMlE 22 AENSE SFo = oo of 2|3k BuEo oo dal A= HEH, <o
RX, p.105, F19 =z

15) JEx visel ms g+ F2 bW, o] A7t A=+ 1982 doll FwEiA@ETAN A
d=gleh. AHIES BRASIT o) #fFEY dBozE HEY WRAA BAelor & Ao]
U o @HE Y og o7l obEe= oo},
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HEAXHAR Y ELH| it Hy 5

A Rell thesh e MAME GAZE Holoh
e, ol ek FaE A4S PRl ohdeh Wil v AAAA F

FA, ch2old w4 92 Aol Ant TR e Wkl Urk: A.
olejgt WAl FL MENMES Celitist’ ST 2919 o bz Uk Aoz, o AFe A
o}

~ 7/-\]
2o A% BB leE Ank A AelelaEd IS FRE ke Ao

|

I. ARA E4£EH FEHIBE
— Sociogram 4 ¥ —

ol S-ei HHHE by HMREALY WS PEIEE st )% e H
Hoz Sifige A SHMStEe BB EEEe BB MBS RBoly Vo o T
HEe] oM Bt BEBS fMsl: Zolti4l M Wi WAL Sss A 2D o
SHFol whet Aol BAEClel HEM s KBS BB MESE Aol shxvt 2 M
Wit @ elo)vidlol Wit FRl T3 EEA sloh A3 gold4 HRY 4 xxe &
#zE O wRAtEe HiE, @ elolu4 M BE, @ KHEME FAS L A4y
A4S 58 5 4 don o Fed @ o wlojvdl Mic HENMBNoz A 4AE e
oha bz e

of 7)ol IS %4929 kS Y#s] Jeob L. Moreno o oja) a4 Aoz i@
R JFRE WS BRSHE Aol € 4 olvh F.Hunter & o] ke Mt o

16) M mEe] ¥ 298 “elitst® 293 ‘'Pluralist’ 2do] 42 uigdsts A
£ AYn AREsed oo W3R R YRS olul OGS R&ESI= HELe
E@id 4 o)lE e AESH Y+l £3] Thamas R. Dye, Politics in States
and Communities, Prentice-Hall, 1977, pp.337-3392 &2 5+ gJ=ak& A goF
sk gt

223 o]5 2y HHEmE MESA A% /B PR, #HBEHSS Yol
4 7, @SSR Ys, Mt xpRME, 38, 1978, pp.81-82 A&,

17) o] FoliA BAHA dEL B o4 BAFC Fdslo ol oi4]2 UFHsle ol E
4 #amez d4= v, Mg g T el B Heloh, 281 2
RE(HEEE DL "Hold ' =2 R3sldx T Rojrf

18) Kaufman, op. cit., p.405; HFEH o #X(1981), p.106 FHz. vl o] PR
A #idEla vlel o] BREBNY A MmyuyEHoz A S #H vt gl v4
HE KH 5, 5 E] o] nes|olob.y FHow Q7Hch

19) Jacob L. Moreno, Who Shall Survive ?, 1934.
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HOHE STl EHT A2 ™ BEel elAE 1960 kel o]z i3 eolve
AFabsl A gakel ek o] Bigeel A& %%t M®Y AOHE Sociogram™ g
Fat A ek o] 2ol wh2Al Su, eolH4) M bel4 &S] Ax e (B b
L EBBGR, Mol BEUE, ROBNS MR 5 44 ARE 4 U Do

oA of Bijel MEHR 8 fTEEA oA BB EhEMe] MEST FXIAL o
o, & {TBES MOE Sociograme] & HSS EkE ch g3 ok

(1) B4E(—) 48 HEe depdck

(2) 34 HLEC->) : oA 22909 A4S depdrh( Ao & AYe AUFEE
sAMed F ARe AFsE Ao AA 4 54 £9F Gkl skl e

3) CHb> EE ABARE AUske ASolth (AAAleE A o4 AWFEE s
o Zol 9% Q4% A¥as A9 dseh)

(4) @ : Apdo] 247 At: EEES vhehdsh

(5) 2ebE (I, T 5) : MLEN & FRCEE) S debdch A%z 248 1 4245 8
obxln M (rE- Woh veln BB 4 4% MEM wET 2 4 A8 Aol

(6) 42 E 4 RA(ALAL) 5L £ridel AoidE 449 HES 483t A—
Bob 2A Bkl Aol 7, ‘o’ Soz ERdeh

(BXE SB>

SHELE 1,070 9 And, 230 ®Oo| hfE ) o2 KE—BERAA o 4 Pojy ¢
g Ui EgEel ot BRI L BE feld B2 4 oj4E Fabo] alAs vk 170

20) Floyd Hunter, Community Power Structure, Uniu. of Nortr Corolina Pr.,
1953.
21) g, 49 ®X(1981), p.111 3z,
2) 99 &X, pp.l12-113 Fx.
23) o] wgrel % HHHe FMEY A & TREc FAE (54 TRE)S Alsin
156 47t "eb. o] % A3 HAA 150 ®OY KIS T o] Bel ofg3 3o
150 K[ o5t 438 8, 151 ®KOA~300K0S] £ 54 £, 301 %A ~450%K 09
B 34 2, BSIKOA~600KDY B 7@ B, 60l RO~T0KH0Y B 108 8,
751 KA o] 49 H 8{F H.
a238d 751K B ol 49 fTREs BEFES 5 ¥lnd Hiitke] T3¢ #HiKdow
o] % Alstn 148 /| BE 3FHSs = S Fol v, 150K A7 BE NEE,
151 ~300 A 71X BE K, 301 ~750 KO 71A9 HE KFKoz Haf B
£ ook, 2Pl BEMEN fTREc ME BE B, 7% 4 B, XE%¥ 51
B B "ok, (B AFs, 4AFAdF24 39 94, 1982)
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BEARHMAR Y=g Mo pids) Hy 7

Yo AL FFod Afstn Yn 60PRY H2AF FFor A F2 9
z] of of et
BREZ AEAAE Tt dodl ol §i-BHE 2
& 4belol #Eh7E A otsle W S F& glelslE sheh 449 BAME el AL HF
ol 4 250l FEAEshe gtont of % WK T A& Fol BT 2Aste AU A
dle oA dAE Molu Y& X Feh
REBEATES FHRT Aol EERS = WK MEE Axed, SHEE R ¥
M HEZ 0FRDZ s gn (AA KO 17.4%), o522 # XK 31RA(13.4
%), WRLEK 1BFRO JHez o] AFstxn dwdl olF A KK 4olde BENY YP4bE
A Z5e] frgEske A e
SHol 9loj4 1449 BABEAC L MHst HBddefl] BB 2440282 o
<z 13 2

L=

=
© T

rir

B

E

(adl )Y SHY x93y

agel 4 we D 5cAlel W ST delin slew, @ 1 asld Aol 4ZehE
3ol ohy) Anbow s ek UakApd shyel Fxolvh @ hOMEMEE 24 Fhrk
W obet gbaba 4 sloled, shEMAE o, RN 91A9 fEEE Bk A4S @At 7
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Aeleh®) @ AEM BRER (MDA 4% /3% 44 1)< 0.57814) ol 5 4}
ol A BEL stn vk SR BRGNS o FRla =M AFMALA o F3E W
= ATREMES oHAIS b old Aol 53] b 2 FAEM ROUAY (kA o] SRR
BERE Boln e AL T8I vl T Revh © BiTE REEY BR( ol ') L &
HENE R (CEn ok

(®%x8 DB)

DEE Ap 8244, ROl 2010 KOY df%Koz BE—BER Al B @Etd
4" WEREC s BHoRAE fEo 2 MmE FAee KOE & 5% (10KA ) ¥
FHstet, WINER S A R sl E FUx 4.3 FHF (1948 ) o| 3 FHitsl Moo WX
FA47 3 BELER BHEE Az Kol FHsith o 50RO/ BEEe @Rz 3
of gor 2 BHhE 4odsted 2 FREC o4 BB Ed S8 Aok

W RS 2 MM RK(20FKO), AR ME(ISRO), % RS AF &K ( 2
12, 3®A) 5ol slod 25 A3 KOy 10%el £ m2le BhgKeln FEe Jgd=
et

(a¥2) DHEY %497

(sz)
24) ol wBWEY Al W AT o] R @m. (K2 HF I} ¥A.
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REEHME Y@ mids i 9

DHS MuadgeAce] 24028 (2¥2 )% 28 oy 3 AUEL #RT F I
o @ 2 a2s7t AR F4A% F AY 89 Aoz o]FA oA (=hdy Tx) AU
EEkel dots A. 23d @ HEAES] | A+ (HAZANA ARE B A ) A o8 od
W3 KRGV 239 Hdolet: A, @ hlEEEE Aold, FMiEEE &, ANk 9@
wE 29 G8)olds A, @ NEM BBHEEE 0.71(1014) 02, 439 A=At A
BEAELS Boln Yku 1 FAAE 270 WY REA T A4 A7 T4 AEoles
A, 92} G DHe BBz EAme Mk S 3L aA WAL Zelels A, OR
Eal ‘old’ & duligMEe] 22 E AAstn drke A Solth

(@ L2

LEE 2,091 99 Ao, 419FOdl, 349 BRMEZ ol Foial ABEZA, BE—
WEBZ 2 o 2/me] Azje] & PLMIECIT WEEKD 3, BREH® SKOE Bist
o 410FKD ¥ BEE(FEAA) o2 ¢ 993t Yok (=, 10RAE R Lol
BREE RE) .

(a2¥3)> LEY x4y




10 « ¥ 4

HEE K 21 B8 Shkel o8 ZNEYUchE o B%AE olE #KE I ¢x,
BN REF KOM 260KNZ 264 RO 62%F A4 XEQM R H2 Aok &
B S A4, 34 A4 ) 15K, dot 2R 1280, 79 2K TR0 5 il K
e 2 Bl doj4d 348 vkt v 5E Ax6kn Ydoh Dbt RBE —HEEEQ Aok
Bitels 27 J€ A4 (589 $4), 973, 5 585, ozlo|s H(xr 29 )%
°ol o4 o] Mo BHLLE P F+ X Ful olv HMKE 23T Y49 Az ok

LEe &40 398¢ 8 ((2¥3)> BE) A dg= gj¥de] BER(IUIHSF 8%)
AL o #ke] BE SABEL L HalFn vk 2 ¢ AL de e Wy BE
T T &5 EEREMAA oA ol K (clique) B o]Em Y& AL Mo T utel FRH
stol RESS —fy AL ol Foix 1 U= 422 s F& Aolak & 4 Uk o] Hfo)
LES 240294 & 4 At A2 ohed 2ok @ AP 5ubd 722 5o Qi
BB MEelth © 59eg FHHY dv FEMY T Yoz oo 2MY HEE(cl-
ique) 5 AlAHe 3t Aoz o] Fojzl syY Fxolnt B hlEEE 3, hHEEEE 3
AAENE 59 (299 Mk GE)olth @ REN BEHEALS 0.55(6/11) 0l BEQ
CokAT 2 Mo hRIEMEY B ek

(@AWLE HE>

HEx AOs 1,870, ROKoE 343K 09 AB%o 24 —BlEE Al R s
AN WEREI S ShE RER% s BEFROC Audoz o ( Ko 24 KO,
AR 7h7e] ok 12%e H2E) 10o4d A o] %S MBHDRo T Bl 4Ude ghet

B B #R2E AF XK/ ORA (A 7479 20%) 2 A Ba, T4 FEEe
B @R A2 ORN11.6%) 2 vlax B Kol siaich BE 398 BAHS
Alale BRE god A KK #Hol A B9 soew uelr)

HES 24028 (234)% 2l 2 HBY Sl Mol e oo 2o) A-g
T AT Aeltk © F Mo FEMoZ o] Foixl apyy o], FAEM dh shvps 55og
TAHL BRS BEse v £#£EMon o st 2907 Rojx L£4fHot @
OiEREE 29, PRIEEE 29, ASHEE 4% (Hrk 19 @a) ot © NEH ¥
Bl 0.63(5/8)0 sict, @ Bl ‘1’ & EHEMY PRIEE Ko o}
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HAXHHR YU h @) mEe B 11

(2%¥4)> HHE x2422%
(72>

(R&E8 K825

KHEL AO 438 %, 85K O /oot —@EBel« ks Ao, BFEMHSL o] X3}
B o] WMEL 4.3%4 o]F FAN FRWPHEoLZA 1 ERES 2T BN He FA
fool BEN S ApTSolch WER BEBEIL AARS Al doj4 7.8 fhBES
o] 4rm oliw o5 AR 17#hel TiAYZ AXFHT AUTL

Q= EE(24FED, 2AKOY 28.2%), AF GRCI0KA, 11.7%), F# £K(10
0, 11.7%)5 sjod o] Effsts fK- o 2 o= R BEHE B 3l
2 Raboh @ifolm A E ROE BATH HESL ztobA ok 60 %9 KAzt 3,000 F =k &
ool 4 73 Asta ek

KEe gaglelegBe 1 24078 (235 )4 nXo] Bz BES et
W3 Qe ofRe o HWRAA HEel Hn A& 8 THBE b 3 MiFolsh 2n o
o3 7o wrhz] HEHEE WHS Fol 2 4 vk @ 2EMER FEse Yot @ PLIEHE
B 5 e 4979 e WAL 43 (pairs) € o] Fn gtk @ HiEEHERL el +
g 2, EAsEEE 50 (Mg 29 AE) otk @ KM EEBEHL 0.1765/7)
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EA 493 2 AYES Jepla ok ® BRA C7PY 0 L hil ES 25k et

(2¥5) KB x«2-d

(NRE YRS

YEE —BERIA vieh o2 oF 0.7k Woix daso] Wl MAMT, AD 960 %o 216
KOO el Wil ol ERUM L2 WYY BT el (1960 5] Do % W
%3k oG (WL 2 TSP AReH® £ (Bk) 10495 8§ 0oz oz
A7k T4 ek 2o RS WA 1 RS BT AE Ak Hojun 9o} A
WK R —Rol vk 9o B4 Mel BEROE REL GLEHA 15F0 (FT%)
o ¥3d Aoz dehtn ek

BRAE F Pl Abolol 7o} Yol 2 F HuRel 7 chEel 2l AL wol R
whgbolu #%S gl HHS wE X shoh

¥ (5| 5E), HEH Tnot Aa (FIaY G FAYD ) S opie] REMMO] 43 5 of
Qe 3ol KA Fa Axsh AU Bk gok

B - ERSel vy Be KOS AAsa gokn shd 25 8% ofshel u|Fe] dks)

25) 1 999 4% ob¢ AL F83hn YolH AT EIES AYSE Ayl s

HA BRI QAR 42 Qs A 950 Beokn wo.
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3 olz@che uh g SBUEKCE gk YR Aol E Acke HEE vy ((2¥6) B
,ﬁ\ﬁ) Dl"g':‘l}' 7ELD}'. <la‘Jﬁ> YE_Q‘] f:‘lili’a

@® 3EMWELA viad +33e Fxelvh, @ F A TREHMOE o]Foixl Uy M
olch. & rfulEEE 29, HhhfEgEE 19, A4EEE 2900+ #lird KAL Ak @A
M EEERC] 0.6(35) 07 AYEs} ¥E AEZ delvda ek @ HLIEEE T 4t
ol SEER threl A5 of Al E Akl anbE B BES S WHktkel U
< YA Fe Aok ® B ‘ol ' = FAEEEE vF21 olx e shE MEd 6 &
ol gk Aol

(R@EH\E CEBD

CHe —BERZ Fd o 2mdex & Hlide] MB%Eelch ( AD 3509, ROB 75
F0O), Rl vlmd BiTsle dol4d BAEEKD(8FKO)Y L3 Axst REES dx
At et LHREU+= vHEE EAS WL vl dod 1 Heow vpg 3@ Y FEHLE X
oot &hef

B BHREE Y RER(2F0N:30.5%), 4F €K(20K0: 26.6%), AF EK
(10xD : 13.3%) ez & + dov & dol 42 MK EEE vlxln A ¥n
et

-
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(237> CHES %423%

CHe BRIl =M MBS vl (2”73 2o 294 & oSa e #
BT de + Aok O 3ERMHES vad £33 Txeoloh @ 8% KA Z o Rojzl %
M 3902 offojxl M (cliqued) § F Mo FlrEMes F4R spdd #gol sk
@ PLiEHEs LHEEC 3%, ¥l 2% =3 59l rhiEfENEL: 1, AsuEs
Swela HMar& mfrel sle & ok @ NEE BEHEHE 1.0(1L11) o2 HEESN
of 43l xor M BEHFT ek © LMY FOEHE 392 4 (triangle)
< o] Fa glen, Y PLEEES 4Y T (pairs) S o]F3 Ytk ® BREA A’
< FEE| dulgEz o el

CohxmEm J B

JEE —B8Kd Hsld 52 il Fo2 J43, A0 1,600, RO R0FKOY X
Mol k. o] Wel AL o WAL WESKLE SEAAL ) WalAE de) WA
B BN f&ol ot & BAHEA vl ¥ (20KO), Be £E(12KD) § 8

26) o] R4 AT —BERKD FASHAAY 2 2ok BE For 4= gleon
HmERECZ B ok PlEA BES A k7] = Eol .
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R OBE RO aad B MK EE(4 1200 Y5 %) S 2oz she Kt

o}l

%Zéﬁ( B BE2s % B 130 K0 : A (a¥8) JHRY 2493

A b+ 40.6 %), AF 4 (85%01:26.5

%) 5% 5 4 doy a2 FWHLelan

AR bk ol Anie] RAS = EEA} o

o Hol & A kMo Z A B7j0] 2

SobE olets] Mok Mo 2 Bho] fE{Es

7) @ ol vhEpbE BHEo] alel A ok,
of %ol Auelele aute Fze oo (3D

<23y 8>3 ek 2del4 ofo3h 2L A

& AHe 4 ek,

D 2B 93 Fzolth D5wow ol
Folal HEE 270 HE S S A F
Moz P43 shEy Fxolch @ MM EE FHEES 27, K 19 5 3woln
PRIES glom] HBEEL 6% (Hu® 29 Ba)olth @ 399 AMRE fHAC
B 58l 5 R4 4 1Hge) dubAtol ofslel skaehs Foz Nol4 of et
Gobdt YR SAEERe BES 93 A ok O AKERE HEE 0.56(59) 24 ¢
e Aol Hilo] 1 EEEA S0l He REUS deph To shAlch © BE ‘o & T
Eo thu Adgel & vhabel,

LAES m#ES Ssld g4 Uil HBle el BES S A4 Fele o35

N2

r{o

o ook TxAS} s AL A4 A — -9 YEE alEidch
(2) 2 Mo TlrtEEeo =z d‘éil%i—ﬂ st A, 974 oy — gpdolzg ey E5E T
T+ A

(3) BAgE-l el e th@le] A HHAES ML B =2 S8 74 A A /39
mEE 5, ho — bl — RSEEEE RIS

(4) SHEREE . o7l Bglel e Mo SR e BES VS Wtk st A
st ch

(5) NEEE EEtm. o714 £BREGHY d=F BRE dof Bt

(6) B {TEHEM B BERY £H BLmElLe UES stdstdch

o5 o FHES TEHE 2 & BEsW o5 (X 1)>3% 2o
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(% 1) FEde] =HM #Ee] Bl Lk

Gl BXE ®EB BT E
L | s = D & L 3}
1) med BE 5B M & 3B M 5 B M
2) mEd HB = TR BR ZRRBE =TTIR R
(3) N =pE@ | P fHME 3 3 3
R N 4 2 3
FIENEY | B 5% 7 9 5
4 #A®B RBHY 2 4 0
RRE RIE HH
Ol g mmm g mago | 0.1 0.85
6) BRY & R & B0 B M &

198243k HifE EEMH ¥4

ol el Seiel Bl 2L (2)He MRl = HEMo MEERS sleteln (3)HY
7t A EER B HEESO MRS Bl Aolvh olde T ANMRE JuEAud &
#< shetsle Qo) 9 Aotk

ol M 7hx)o| HURFLE HEHMEEC o B WSS 1 RS dste RS g,
WA 2 ‘elitist’ o ‘pluralist’ o 5 Qlato] Hirsh: AL Bo vt T HRAL & ol
EEhe wdichs SES0] sk We FAs HEo T frEshEst Celitiste] ), of
Um Bl oo IE 4o RS KB T A - EBGIRA frEEshEst (pluralist
Aa) s Aol 1 Wirel ibelsh o WL elitist o Jatel ASE Yol 4 TR ¥
olxjul, o] UYabelH 2wl PABdel Mo MmO 2 Has o Yut obunl PN Fh
Emo 2 oy gisl sl o] ST zAel S ofr] 4 HEEE T30l e
2

g%o) RET v Y SEIE, HEEYRN, B8, REN, BB ARGEE
A RLEMo] Qe 28 ‘elitist’ o Yol AL RME 72 HHsIch o Fel4 A

27) Zue RS EIMEY B8 AT ZHK BE/ A=Y ARM B HB 2

AL, mEw, o 5 ®WX(1978, pp.82-87 ¥ 1981, pp.113-115) 3=.
28) 9 5 w1978, p.87 W 1981, p.115) AHE.
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®m e -] ¥R E & ®E S
H H K B Y J::8 C B J B
4 B S 2 B 3B B & 3B M 2 B
7T UK RE AU H—odees ol 8137k R BE | —TRER
}

B 2 2 2 5 3

- 2 1 1 —

4 5 2 5 6

1 0 1 0 3

0.63 0.71 0.6 1.0 0.56
RN SR I - B o8 B I BN

BARE-d el = Mo MERA L B ERy spd oot Fastwd, 8 fTHE & 14 H
5, KE: BH—deRojgu, Yoz THEE REHIgL REE dodAx 24 E(SE
ot LE)+ 349 FEEog ofFoixl Mol Urix] 5AH4E(CD, C, H Y, J)E 2
Mol Frfe@e 2 o] Folzl yRMBolct. RS HAZ Al FiEe) REES 3 TREB(r-
ebly factional type), ## S 2 TR (dually factional type) o8 Y272 3fc}

e ol a MESEY BH2 mEntg ol MM, ot M4 Rt &
o TR oiAd T8 ARE & ez ook Huskd o Mg “AAA 73, 4
A7z, A9} AFEE T84S RT AolAub- Adx X HEE ol A T
2 AL 2 AW elojtfd §d "ols] WRolch F ohet Fo|uq] FEHL ol
A BB R b4, golddle]l A& I 44§, 2ol miksol ¥ e BB
o) ool = BTFED M-S AT - BEISE - RS —Kiy FB Aol o3

olAl 7z Sel= HRdYEBM MWig Helg 2 BB FLoz HFESAS ofee
Tzt L T vte dHEY & FR B mEEY MK o ER| et

29) Arthur H. Niehoff (ed.), A Casebook of Social Change, Aldine Pub. Co.,

1966, p.21.
30) Wi, Yz eojvdlel 8, BEHH 1135, 1974 (69%), p.152.
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M. pA#EA=E A RS I3 #K
1. BRI =Y HE

BAREle) o] HEMES AT 3nl Sl o33 Fo] T Ao XorelA HEdEs] &
I Jrol B 4 ek st EEMEY KAL) obdwl NEER (KD #He Mg
sbell uwiel LEEMBEE, NBEREEE, g HrEEEE Jre Zolx o4& ke 5%
W e NEEM of Foll A glo] mEnt® Bfre] A ol EHM e LAY frE Y
7t AR (LB lerhel ER oeb hOfEEE, DRHEEE, BEREEL Jdrc WA
ol e},

AiEe moe e e MEFR KA deged 38 Ure dFoln #BES BEL
o] friEe] KfolA deled F+3L HEaE £ ALo)eh ey §iEY EHL oAd MKt
€@ =, NEER (K)ol TS %x ddele FEBE(H-deER ME)E A
Bat@ol ol A& EE®Rebeh o W%l 4 2wl BE KEs 22sieh 2222 LT $9
o] HBL HEY U I8 FHHSME L2 A 2 Aoleh

2835t fele A EE il — FEMGRANA A B HEEN 5, hocdeE, difiel
B o E#cdeEz o 2 77 MG kB EEely @nhiD ok mEM Bt M
fholl 4] 2| EEES HEshs Aol wth

a28d ik e HL HEEEY FHHH AHd= AR oleid BLRRIL obd ATHY
BRfRol A RS 9ok, 9= 7] Robert K. Merton & H % (influentials) & T 4o
B &, oy W& 45 A=A 71 AW 4% (local influentials) of F7hy 4| F
Aol BBt AtgtEY A2 2o o] BEAE vAe A AN FHE (Cosmopolitan
leaders) 2 4383t v} L3 %) Ritchie P. Lowry = Merton 2| 5+ ¥8dthr} 1 583 4}
olel Z5-& ZHstn A4 5E A3 ste T W5 A5 s T HHEE (mediating

leaders) gb= = 3o AL Z7s5te] A 4§ v} S{)\D}_”) Nuttal, Scheuch 7} Gordon %

31) #58#E (leader) © U EMRFM MA st sHE o nlsta, QelE(elite) & HE
HEEEL st RAN v 5o, dubd BIEABE #Aao] dES
##&o] I Ho| o

32) Robert K. Merton, Social Theory and Social Structure, Free Pr., 1957,
pp.387-420.

33) Ritchie P, Lowry, Who’s Running this Town ?, Harper & Row, 1968.

— 464 —



REEHNNE 4@ mbsl By 19

< o o4t AA Il iAo HEKE A =tet, WU BEHS A, FAA
AFEL A, dUEL M AL B dFAL FAXDA 50 AY $F2
% uh 9eh  zzisbebud Dennis E. Poplin & x|od448)s) )£t #lEF Lo ) Ea}, BR
g H & (grassroots leaders) % FH HIFEE ( behind - the - scenes leaders) 5 4 7§29
Foz r9ch®) &3] Robert Presthus & FHIAN XTS BB 2o, Fag K
it@el AA ol AeAste o 44 A2} (decision - makers) , FFEHHI) HHE (inactive in-
fluentials) 22l 7w Hikk o f5H¥E (organizational leaders) & 2.5} o o} 36)

olejgt BHEL HHEES 2 dF 715 wthell A2} SEFLZH o) Foial AEo|A4L,
ek &3 elold 4l MMolet sl Aol d B vk Y, olvd FR THA L HHE
2o \NE HEYE + AT

28y EEE Yol A ShYRe] dHEEM BELY AxA4 AEAEE FESH
she Zeloh olel gt Y AL MRt @ IS MEsld B A2 oE #fre] fF
WERE MRS Y dRddolnh o). LM R #h H2 BB ~NFE
HA| BLorEl slebs “elitist’ A wh4bol 7| = Shef

A mt@al dol4 AeEY FIES RFbs ‘elitist’ o AL WARye s HENAES
T RS g Rdct 2elsld el el dEedeE, SRLEEA BSIRLEM L @
olol Al Mzt Kf Tor AMEES Vra 3 At #h2 A &, oz EEH A5 H
of slof4 Fab %, JpelelefiEo My £Eo BHESC 53 At d=HEe
wetsl FAA FedsA 2 Hrb3%) Paretoo ‘elite’, Mosca o * x|uj Azl *Guling cl-
ass), Michells o * Fgrdiel #|EI " (iron law of oligarchy) 52 = #Bifyal flolxn, B
fuity #l= Mills o) ‘919] deJ &’ (power elite) ol 4 Zold 4 vk a2y o] &9 H#N

34) Ronmald L. Nuttal, Erwin K, Scheuch & Chad Gordon, “On the Structure of
influence” in Terry N. Clark (ed.), Community Srructure and Decision -
making, Chandler Pub. Co., 1968, pp.352-64.

35) Dennis E. Poplin, Communities: A Survey of Theories and Methods of Res-
earch, Macmillan Pub. Co., 1972, pp.194-200.

36) Robert Presthus, Men at The Top, Oxford Univ. Pr., 1964, p.49. &3 2+
o A A} HHES AYA o v, HE3}Yd.

37) olt4] ARl B HmBEE HEH, HMEHXMERE deld4dl N BURO BEK, P
KX (FEL D), 1978, pp.19-23 #H=.

38) James H. Meisel & Q= EfMe] ##K&E 3C &, group consciousness,coheren=
ce 281 conspiracy 2 FH I} Arh (Meisel, The Myth of the Ruling Cla-
ss: Gaetano Mosca and the Elite, Univ of Michigan Pr., 1962. p.7) Martin
N. Marger, op. cit., 1981, p.82 # =,
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o THEE Bt vF ey A Ao v BAjEY #Esls #HAKS Uy
e WAL WA Aok “EEEG BEHRE S HAWI4 127 g T
2ol ola REA Reteh Bt SR Ah8A A S dele A RE aboldl U4 AXNE
AS FHss e 2 Fol FEsHE X shoh 2idds) dele i@EHY wad 5 Bgede
UF sedteda & 4 dek” zestd 2 BMEe 24 EAe E56 <te dEga 2o
¥A7] G. Mosca = Aol wat FAAFE FRIAAE 2 BBEE Aol Fhrode efme)
FES dYstz “ XRKKE R ZER Zas S A4 o4 ARE &, £H032 v
B a2 AHEdel glejA e 2E golo4 gHS miEsHe oE sy el U’ 3 @
t} 40)

=2 feEle ewd Y el Wl RFBSHe Aol 2 AW BESEE nyH 2L %
Bob et £ oleid AMH L iRt @ BIBleEela sl ohEx 98 Aolth a4
°of B £l BBV Aol YA E 2 KM Rl BLEKS HAY 4+ Yot
oo (/9 ) o BB E S el e Sell4 & upsh o] FEE Efro] BER
AHEE A Mo RFE B TED HAolth(KXK2>BR)

(299> BFABdels x40 BEY

39) Marger, op. cit,, p.84.
40) Gaesano Mosca, The Ruling Class, (Arthur Livingston Jed) ) McGraw Hill,
1939, p.404. o] Fl4E Marger & op. cit., p.67°4 H|A.



RELHNNS Y £ @) Mol #i 21

(& 2) Y=Y MR

B A " = (299 Yo xAead
) FIEEE B RS
i ME | (1) AL Aol glo] ohE Ajtez B AY | & B LM (T 9

whlut kA o g o}
(2) 2L FH%E Bl 4  HRE (T,
® 7} who] Ald WA HO® | me 9d)
@ 744 ol AMube oz iy 4duwe | @
S
RENE | ohE Ao H AN S womy AR bl A (T,
BES Adshs A9 (% e THER R4 | @SSy | I 99 )
7bat spo)] Ak Alzto 2 BE A Ad
o B2 g A
FAEAE | e gRoZ 3H A A9 g Ui 2e A% | OGO® | BAN (VY
(AL SHE 489S ddste 495 AT, 4Y | S, | 99)
bt ALE-1y- UL) &, &

o] FRe AEHZR 8@ FEE Yol ek ol LR Eol =tk AE A HMBL

e wa (&

3 >3 2ok

(£ 3)>* TERER Azl e BN

(=18t i9)
= n
~ H =
Y% C 2
T SE |DE |LEBE| HE KE‘ 2} L2} 23} at
TR 3 3 3 2 2 | 2 5 2 23
) 15 i K 4 2 3 2 - ’1 1 - 13
ARigHE 7 (3) 9 (2) 5(2)] 4() 5(2) . 2 5 6 (2) | 43(12
* Rl ( )Y FA+= ArFEY HY.

Hol 4 wul JAAEEES A Bold 43w, MAl o 54 %24 HU+EE A 9)
ow] hEEEARCl 139 o2 MY Aok RA oF 17%). MSbele) EHEE Aol 4 Bk
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22 = ¥ 4

of #frel e HEE(FASHERE Gas L)L 12902 15.2%7} st 2gx
BARclel = Me] hOAYS B% vhet b2 7 shAluk AA e of 29% (239 )7 s
ol =,

2 BASRAE B0 itd - I AT Rtk

olM M WS dYE Z, LMK, HIIHEE Y EAEEES ML 2T itE -
™Y My ( SES: Socio-economic Status) & HLC 2 AW ¥ 2 vl @@ - S i
fr WH2 FAL HY At sted s —Fsle BA) o oledS £ shoh A I i@
MR ERoz £XA0) BES 2, KW, BE, 58 -ME 52 TPt 290 HERBE W
Lol el HERRMOD AT 4 YL Holoh

WG ol ol4 Wcdol =g RBAA S S0 En Ritchie P. Lowry = B3, &
&, BHESR, BE, L Bt 5% S5 4 Robert Presthus & ¥, /& 1IN, Bk,
R} W, Bifd, BiARe] K WA BK S< S0h?) ofsjoty oz el 49 fiT ¥
R KE, EY AR, FEE R, RETR, TH AR, —BAS Mg BE S =
2 k) H@@e] ALolE ofo S wbEA FIRSOl wAT Lk e Jebel el E
stk olaEqt YAES ok, of FRAAL ches & HE L st RFsHA @)

(1) R EE &%, B¥X, R#n BH

() Bt 4 AFH o2 3o (EAsH Seln A4EE ERZA, mEE ERXQ KK &
# B BEHRY 10 £4.

() £ @ Bl oA BKE BEXY HHKHD e 22 Bx.

(R ®tE)

WE BAtel Sloj4 FEMe] BT ¢ EEL B%E 2evh 1312 BRite, =3
Berfoll slol4 “FREEEL iteBte] s o3t £H £l di 4z 712t @yt
MkEEo 2t & 4 3l 2 "o 7| ol 2e)stel AHMEItES oolt4 S HRL
SAAE o] FfEme EEG EROR A3 Urk®) 1 BRE AT BANitE

41) Lowry, op. cit., ch.4

42) Presthus, op. cit., ch.6.

43) Hussein, op. cit., pp.136-142.

44) BEMNHEFRE W, BRLS%, £WHMRE, 1965, p.95.

45) oAt FEE, BRWEIO] Wi Bk, A9 WA, 1973, pp.148-153; &
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HALRME e gamo miks) g 23

ol KiER7 2 9 & #ENE vAa dds Aoleh

o] ARl A ol A & THE Bz 28 Koo 10% b #KE ¥t o &F X
K2 23 2 B st kol & ub vk K@K st W% (—H%E ) o shd, =
Ql #BF%el &, A W&l Aoln, KBRS gt HE £ A2 AESHYUS ol & HE
# BASE g3t 2o e o, KBRS Y 218 MEL AT 6 BHEL &FG5td 2
W, gAY Ed IS AMEKe &L oF 57 %RA u+E U7 2EE Aol Hith BK
T F 43%9 Hx 2w BA%e YT KK d¥HL A A FAdS ((FR4)
F2) 2o AXEM S22 HE%K LB THRE bl SEHEA AR AR
Fard o] Folviqel fEMStT A+ A= depytrh 22 U7t Hol: WMMRNEES 3¢
Ko WAl AEste MEL B2 Sk AC8A HE & 208 HF 5, DRIE)
o] "k

(£ 4) REBdHES] BREH

e QA | o mmx | eMiEmME | RAMNE #
A1 4N 6(33.3) 6 (60.0) 11(34.4) 23(38.3)
A 2 4 4 3(16.7)}55.6 - 4(12.5)}56.3 7(11.7)}56.7
A3 44 1(5.6)) 7 - 3(9.4) ) % 46 %
7l B A 4 8(44.4) 4 (40.0) 14(43.8) 26(43.3)
A 18 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 32(100.0) 60(100.0)

AUE HB JIT 2ohe o PRHEEEE A o BBY A=A v A1 A7
Ry g Zg sl g §Ao] gleh Fo] olekr| et thE A S-oll vt FliEEES

A4 A2 gERel vFo]l 23, AAEEe A A3 HEY vFo] way atn s
o,
CHMED Rt BE KD

Hitol HEAT BAS WEE ERB®O A4 B BEweld ¢ + Utk 2¥x

A2 ol d suRitdol e JREES Welew Aokl 2RbE o Mikit gl FEE ¥1 w}

5, «<BMBHNHIHR, —&E, 1975, pp.533-576.

oh. 449 fhgEe FI K ROAYI BRE

FEE - BEET “HEHZY A
Yrt Fz @EEA Jehvda gdom 2 HREs AR AoAYH KHEL

et "o o2 A (FRE - BEE, 49 &, p.225)
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24 = ¥ 4

A W% ol RYE Bom FYE wrh b %S WEN REME BE M54l sloh
3 CEF Aol Lol AA 4 dech sl & HBIHEI F2 IE R e
A: HE ER} siv YAUE R HRRHE AEF FAEL RRZ BEs & 3
Adtgel e A7 & A sl Aohe) .

(#S5DAE ol AL 49 & & Aok &, 288 Y=o 83.5 %7 MR LT +
B OB EEolh wshaw MEe Mt Aot B Lol TAT A4 1 rE
Aok ¢ + ok oA A&KS FI 2AL HR LR ¥ Aol Aol 2wz
A Eolstn 44 +E Yok (2E AB AA 7 drh) 2el ) WO HEX BED
Wiiol 12 w9slE AL ohdth Michels o FES MHl 42w MAR SR FEYL
F S0l A Eolk webd AolE SBUF ¥R 4 At REES AU v E Zena 47
ek (o2 of Fol dold BHe ST ol2d I G249 o)

(& 5) BBz e ke B

e SN ® M m oA s
—fR(EA) 2 (8.7 - 6 (14.0) 8 (10.1)
=R (%) I@.® - 409.3) | 5 (6.3
=R (ER )1 20 (87.0) 13 (100.0) 33 (76.7) 66 (83.5)
Bt 23 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 43(100.0) 79 (100.0)

dE FYHE 2 KEE 2ol PRFEEERC ddAs EF HR LT ¥4 BESN - =
ol HAENER L ot & Wl st BERBI 2 Alksolnh (5 )9 HiFdlAE
ety A dou RKE o A< T4 AR (ER)D) LG 39 A4 8 29 Gl
WER hHEENERLS 5 of 70 % AstEe]l B LT 35 BEN-S AEw st
o FiEWERE F 56 %o 13 Slch

(HES Bt

Wit gels 2 £4 HES BEH TF A4 24 Agsieleln Hofok & Hoju
RS e 244 sl AL ol g 2250 2ozt gt eel 4ol AW Rl A
F49 BERZT AESH He Aol

46) FWE - WHEE, S RX, p.221.

47) BEMNHSTIRE W, 49 A, p312 F2.
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RELAMS e h Mo Milks) g 25

(& 6) A%l Eed 48 Kt

5 a AR e, . B & 2
20 £ 1 (4.3) 1 (1.7 2(4.7D 4 (5.1)
30 1 4 (17.4) 3 (23.1) 12 (27.9) 19 (24.1)
40 £ 12 (52.2) 8 (61.5) 23 (53.5) 43 (54.4)
50 f% 6 (26.1) 1 (7.7 5 (11.6) 12 %15.2)
60 £t - - 1 ¢ 2.3) 1 (1.3
&t 23 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 43(100.0) 79 (100.0)

(F6 Dol A B wiol Zo] o5d BN delEY B F4F HBIES 544 %
A sidske 40 fRel & 4 ok dbgo® 30K, 50K MHelxm 60 R 2 ERE Mlvie] of, 40
7 HH VU BES 535t THY FaEl7] 4EL Aolch

o BERE dds FHEA JAAo] 4 ¥, hiEEEERA slodde 40171, As
HRERS AT DR, FOEEERA At 0 R 474 o2 HEFA ¥ste &
M3beh o] B2 PLENERFS ohE Bl vstd 50K B, FHESERS 0K A
SEBERE 07 4dAL R Yobe Adolnh q74 St MEdIEY BKHSHB NS
0 R FEQRoleE 2, 60t B2l ytol T 50 e 40 R} ojdo] BRBEI | ELMO| LAY
BHe MRz 5S4 UArh (FAFEd LMol Sol7t Ue 50K 50 %7t .l
MELE 47 & "ast s

CHFAE i)

&HS AR Hele] BHERY HFKE Zoby e AEstE vl 2eh 281 %
FL itgBEe A4 ER 24 RAERSY Hiol 2o MmBE 24 fFHsd & A
E Adolct, BHMEEHE Aol A4S HES &M Bt LABHI Y A FRAG
of, 2Elshed 60 fEfRGl HH “AaKL W AHY ALFo] HEY A APeqr T
4+ QA = gieh” )

o] HEANME b (FET Dol B wie} go], (KBARES A 9sin) BBl =5m
Al A FHEAME 2 45 o 2 vFL AR Aok 2z 2S5 T £F o4 £
Zo| oF 53 %s} Sich A eE BEMHIE Ax ve) hiEEER] HEAE AY =1 He

48) &kE, BARES 8N, R, 1967, p.103.
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HMEFC] MY Roh RLEEEES SE T NS BR RRAKC Y BE LT &KW
Aol chg 5 HMER 2ob B¢ el Solste

(R 7)) RBAE HEKE

el =R . . .

T, Foob oI | B & &t
B % o 3} 3 (13.0) 1 (1.1 4 (9.3) 8 (10.1)
Rk M 7 (30.4) 3 (23.1) 19 (44.2) 29 (36.7)
= 11 (47.8) 8 (61,5) 20 (46.5) 39 (49.4)
KBk H 2 (8.1 1 (1.7 - 3 (3.8
gt 23 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 43 (100.0) 79 (100.0)

(I Rtg)

BXL Jha HEYG BRE FEEREC S Srh B HEY SRS FEAEY Kk F
7| wgolel wel4 BglelEe RS RBU AR #FS 4+ v ERozt ¢
Folth, 3w BN HRIEEE RFolehs BEY HHANS w2 sk HEclEs BHGE
RE9 od mt@SKRe Bl oo SHE X Adgelr st 42 %ol o] HRdAAdE 45
WA RS £¥o] A HMRRZ A A2 Yalstd SAMLs T RER] Yolxl:s £
MY L zHaslo (53] o] Y HAE B AFEe A $E 1 tBE FFMHeE s}
o 22 YA BERKY v Fo] 498l Ach), ohe (X8 Yol 4 B& upg o] MES
653koict. EEFEHTE AL KXol £3¥qs AlEA7, 22l FREE (HBE. T¥, 3=
Zel 5 FBRNE 5, AHR B D) E R3lerl od st St Aolrh REEIE EY A BEK
7t 2 3ket

(£ 8) REd=o WX

g B =R Boa at
BHoM oA % 3 (13.0) 2 (15.4) 6 (14.0) 11 (13.9)
B2 ¥ * 4 17.4) 3 (23.1) 4 (9.3) 11 (13.9)
ZHM(RT) 11 (47.8) 4 (30.8) 12 (27.9) 27 (34.2)
2 R(EED | 4 (7.4 3 (23.1) 15 (34.9) 22 (27.8)
BriEaxE 1 (4.3) 1 (7.7 2 4.7 4 (5D
BEISEAXSE - - 4 (9.3 4 (5.1)
&t 23 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 43 (100.0) 79(100.0)
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289202 3ol ABAESY KEF (o 62% )L HAM L, 2FAAE REL F 235
T Skl gl olZle Eifel Bl BT £XE A¥YA RREE d A4St Fol
ot B@cde el AT 2 K BEie] AHY HAol v A Fis ool Arhe
Folch4®) dele FERAZ BMIRES 2L o chimBER) HEMHOZ Bol(eF 48%)
IR ZARIAL vt 22 olf HEd AR £ 5 YE Aolch AMENER 4o
Aoz ol (oF 44 %) BES BI¥e = st& A= 2steh PRENERL vlay REE
ol #ol F4bsta 3l ch

CRE W1t bt FARMD

25d ME 22 B9 BRI Lol 28 EEERCY RBMREECZ txln, Kl
AAAE Sl 7ol U7 o Fdl B 1 AME JHA 1 BRERY MEI Y B
REZ 87 oyl 2y B#is B o4 HES X BEUA £Y ok &#
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— Summary —

The Group Structure and Significance of Rural Development
Elites in Rural Korea — A Community Power Structural
Approach to Administrative‘Ri’ Development Committee in
Rural Cheju

by Haeng-chuil Synn

It is generally based on the premise employed in the elitist viewpoint to discuss and identify
elite groups composed of a small number of leaders excercising influences within a community.
This study is also based on such a viewpoint. In case of rural community in Korea, however, it is a
well-known fact that the'Ri'Development Committee which is organized in the administrative area
units plays the role as a main social force of rural development. Therefore, this study aimed at
analyzing the group structure and significance of the‘Ri'Development Committee, treating it as
the development elite group.

The total number of administrative ‘Ris in Cheju (approximately 170) were defined as the
universe of this study. Out of them, 8'Ris were selected at random, and then a personal interview
with the members of the committees was conducted with a structured questionnaire. In addition, a
reputational approach was supplemented for the analysis of the power relations among the
members of the committees. The following two subjects were analyzed and discussesd on the
basis of the data drawn from the approaches outlined above.

First, the structure of power relation among the members of the committees was covered by the
concentric sociogram technique. Its focus was given to analyze: (1) the different patterns of the
group structures of the elites, and (2) the stratified structure of the groups.

Secondly, the sociological significance of the development elites was analyzed in terms of their
socio-econormic status within the community. A cross-analysis method was employed for this sub-
ject with a special attention on their sociological significances between three types of elites
classifiable according to the stratified structure of the groups. Concomitantly, the characteristics
of all the elites surveyed were figured out from the findings.

It was worth mentioning that the group structure of the development elites could be classified
into three types: single elite type, dually-factional type, and trebly-factional type. The dually-
factional type was most prevailing in the communities surveyed, while the single elite type was a
few (only one case was found in this survey). This would illustrate that a conflict among the
development elites may possibly exist in the processes of the decision-making in the most of the
rural communities. This conflict would be interpreted as a possibility for the intervention of out-
side influentials as an arbitrator in the process of decision-making of the elite groups. Thus, it can
be mentioned that the real power structure of rural community might be composed of the elites in-
cluding the outside influentials. This interpretation can be indirectly supported by the fact that the
formal elites interviewed have shown occasionally a tendency to choose the persons other than
their in-group members in the sociogram approach, even though this is a field beyond the study.
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The stratified structure of the development elite group is another significant discussion on the
analysis of their group structure. The development elites were found to be stratefied into three
types with regard to this approach. The types can be respectively defined as the key elite, the mid-
dle elite, and the marginal elite. The marginal elite was highest in the number, and the middle elite
was least. When is another important fact is that most chiefs of the Ri§ who are the persons in
charge of administrative affairs were belonged to the key elite, while they were belonged to the
middle elite in case of the trebly-factional-typed community. The socio-economic status of each
stratum of the elites can be summarized as follows:

(1) The Key Elite Stratum

1) are largely composed of the native settlers over several generations. Interestingly, they are
also composed of the pesons who have lived for relatively short generations, compared with
the middle elite stratum.

2) are relatively composed ‘the persons aged 50-59, compared with the other two elite strata.

3) are lain between the middle elite and the marginal elite in terms of their educational attain-
ment.

4) are largely engaged in the agriculture, even though some of them take up a side job. The case
of simple agriculture tends to be higher, compared with that of the middle and the marginal
elite.

5) are highest in terms of the size of farm land possessed. This would be interpreted to be
related with the fact that most of them are engaged in the agriculture as a main job.

6) are composed of the persons who have lived in the rural community from generation to
generation, and then are well acquainted with the life of the rural community.

7) tend to show a relatively active organizational activity, compared with the marginal elite.
However, their activities tend to be limited within their own community.

(2) The Middle Elite Stratum

1) as was in case of the key elite stratum, they are also composed of largely the native
settlers over generations. Most of them have lived in the community since their
grandfathers’ generations. Interestingly, 70% out of them have lived in the community
since their great-great-grandfathers’ generations.

2) are relatively aged 40-49, compared with the other two elite strata.

3) have a high educational attainment.

4) in regard to their occupations, the agriculture is their main job. However, its proportion
is lower than that of the key elite and is higher than that of the marginal elite.

5) are higher than the marginal elite stratum and are lower than the key elite stratum in
terms of the size of farm land possessed. However, it is higher than both the key elite
and the marginal elite in the proportion to manage the scale of farm land (defined as
6,000 Pyeong and more).

6) show a relatively longer experience of the urban dwelling, compared with the other two
elite strata.

7) their social organizational activities are very active and are extended to the outside of
their own community.

(3) The Marginal Elite Stratum
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1) have a lower locational relation, compared with the other two elite strata. This might be
caused by the fact that they are largely composed of the persons who have lived in the
community from their own generation and/or their fathers' generation.

2) are relatively composed of the persons aged 30-39.

3) have a relatively lower educational attainment.

4) the agriculture is rather a side job. This tendency seems to cause their rural
characteristics to be disappeared.

5) their possession of farm land which would be considered to be related with the
characteristics of main rural job are of small scale.

6) show the lowest social organizational activities among the three elite strata.

The above findings lead to the following tentative conclusions. The marginal elites can be
defined as an inferior peripheral group in the Korean rural development in terms of their socio-
economic status, and the middle elites are endowed with the most hearted and progressive social
characteristics. In-contrast, the key elites can be defined as a native and conservative group, and

generally they take interest in the internal affairs of their community. Applying the dominant
property of the influentials employed by R.K. Merton, it can be summarized that the key elites
would express the attributes of the local influentials, while the middle elites would express those
of the cosmopolitan leaders.

Inferring the profiles of the universe based on the findings drawn from the samples, the elites of
rural development would be largely composed of the following demographic and socio-economic
profiles: (1) educational attainment of senior high school and over, (2) middle socio-economic
status with 3,000 Pyeong and more farm land, (3) aged 40-49 who have lived in the community for
long generations including themselves and their forefathers, (4) relatively traditional natives who
have no experience of urban life and the participation in the voluntary organizational activity
beyond their community.

It is easy to conclude from the above findings, though a hypothetical one, that the group
structure of Korean (Cheju) rural development elites appears dominantly to be specified as a
dually-factional type with a intergroup conflict. As was mentioned above, the stratification of the
development elites could be classified into three different types in terms of the group structure.
Especially among the three types, the key elite stratum as the main leading group keeps the native
and conservative attribute which would be specified as the representatives of the typical rural
development elites. Another important tentative conclusion is that the Korean rural development
elites seem to be accustomed to the rural life and their dominant interests seem to be focussed on
the whole rural affairs. Further, they seem to be placed in the position of the similar category of
interest to the inhabitants in their community. Also, they would have a high possibility of
conservative ideology, would consider the maintenance of human relation as being important, and
would prefer the gradual change rather than the revolutionary one. These properties of the rural
elites would make them difficult to become a revolutionary group in terms of attaining the
development goal established. This difficulty would be caused by the fact that they always bear in
mind the friendly contact with the inhabitants in their community. In other words, they give
priority to the efficiency rather than to the group effectiveness. This property of the rural
development elites wbuld reflect one of the typical aspects of the rural development in Korea.
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