B #E I sE 3o A 9
Alo] W] & ~F5H S R5H B

7P R 0
(HIKEE)

I.H 2 2

BOAB R A P obdl BREEE Aldz 2 ok gl Aol HEFE Fthol o),
Aol KiE FRERRZAA BB 1245 e85 #Rdt o) 2l [E#Hh—F
f 4] (traditional-modern dichotomy) o} 4} st R=ull, ol o] HEERR BUsH
Bi#ol 712 EEE FEAst sblend, MBI A o) =ulo] [Hmel Ak Mkl A
S —fEe IEABGRRIL (zero-sum situation)ol] gl Ho2 Bob HABRMGEZ 23 gl
v o= RBEM REI HRAcoks oA, x4 AR A BEAE KB e
B - KGH - i Ee) BEEBRAA Kt e Mol ERE=PEELeE SRS BIEE F
Rty BABREY BEs R RERS fot /lv Bz ifEss ®EE Latsieh
ol A& I HH—IR THk Rl By EBZ o v BEERREHS] 4
AE BRY + gon, et A2d BEERY MAETER e BlREETR #t

o] E£fTH A 48 7 9w Aol

BREERBERS RARBES ARTEMEREAY itgitre HERES 4WaKERe] FHE
TAlA AR = ol den, ol#ld ARy %HE] (false analogy) = %] homeostasis
et EsH v S BE 2 HERS - EREAE 28 2 R (conformity) o &5
o} wEEtko 2 pEBENS Ald 2 RS Bl HBEE seuln wgth =3 BeEER
HRES I BAYT REY BEE ABTBRRA ddAY BEEERE ERden B
FERERS UrRHo U BRI Z Wil B BHBRA A3 RFESl BEERA M
B 78T BRtl AL ovlshe BHERE $Hd dolA ABEKe 3 B2
E 83 A8 Bk

Alol ) v Bl ~ (cybernetics) P& N. Wiener o] 2 3le] [#if=t Bl aolAl9  #Hil
(control) ¢} JB{F (ccmmunication) 2] ik Vo 2 ZEIEI Uik T Eo| v 4B HE4 k2 i
ABE B iR deld E 2 BURtke]l BEH el B8 MBEHTEA 1S Ml

M

o

&

1) N. Wiener, Cybernetics, or Coutrol and Communication in the Animal and the Machine, led.,
(New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1948)
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HERol fists) 9l eh,

B anslis whel o] Abo]wjul Bl BEIGO) FihFlel o] A2 K. W. Deutsch o] 28} 72414
Z1¢] communication 2@l % 1 feedback ¥EAZo ¢lel 4 negative F M) A-$Ad 25 E
frel ARl ol vk Euk @It e AR RS Bk wale] Zsjm wghen
IRAE AT FEEKREHS] BARMERFS 9 o) ReFEGZE-e Aol Sa gtk

A7 o] A Zo] WL wtagli Ao) o] Eul (2 Alojuwlulg =¥ (the second cybernet-
ics) Higolch, 27-2 feedback i 4ol 214 2 negative & izt o}-&e] positivedr i
Fi7HA] SRSk o] £t r22 =) =9 | (full feedback) el szhfistel 581 ARIFTEIEE Kol
iAo BESERTTEI HEE T 8BRdl sldd THDLELS #EE ) (self-stabilizing
. and adaptation) ulo] ofz} 2313 [HOMMAL ] (self-organizing) & s Aolrt. o8
g A B o v 24 EE) 2 HRE RBRS EWA BRez F ol Aeld, 2
A& &R (deviation) 2 ¥ = WEEEFEHo] Hltke]l mikE 4+ 9% Reloh, =3t HEY
SEAzoVE BRE FERFE BRACA AR, #tR, AR #@shs BARSd BRE
Atz FozaH HMRI=FEEUL WA= HEEebes XA B B LRtk it G
B lA v BERE] B-HRie BEShe 1 AERN AR dtd3 2 RE dE
QA &4 Q& Aotk & T2 Aboluhil g~ ]l AL BRd glolAo Wi S
L g R #E) WA= ER wel d8 FRE K 5 drbe ol Sk IR (multi-
finality)® ozl HEE HHiste Holrh, o8 wd MEREES ABERY HER
FE2] 2dL vy FEAsm A=elslol & obvwl Hiirh ¢ge Zloid AMsbE wfkst
B KRS A T8 WS BRPE EHRAMM BETHRC dstd BEE & W
=] Esketx 2R o] EHEle] feedback o] & wlel] = 7 negativedt | ut ozl posi-
tive @ @7 &% (554 feedback] #itloll olste] AEEE Wit HaREsl o) 4
AVEg 2o BEE A Jrbe Aelth ol =i e MRS AMY EMBHN
Q) kptpy TS FEH RN TEEAEA RENG 2 BRS ERszd e A
S dulske AAE strh. Aol bz 552 Aolwiul e~ HiRel AMERN EhE
BEEY @ 2 5 v Bl e

= (52 Aoluulg 2] Eifel glolA AR EHBAML BELERTTS JJ%? ikl
AL ol g fiEe] HE ksl ol 55 1 g HANRIL iLFRe iy fLEE 2

FobE FREY L TAEA st o2 el GE@RE) WX B BoAEE digd el A Bon L
Bigor T Wygele MAe st wrulsfe] Al

X
o

2) Cf, M, Maruyama, “The Second Cybernetics: Deviation-Amplifying Mutua! Causal Processes”
in American Scientist, 1963, p. 51.

3) Walter Buckley, Sociology and Modern Systems Theory (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice Hall
Inc., 1967), p. 60.



R BTl slel A o] ol wlvly] 4 Eel LMk
uk obvel ool dr SHTRMA M W vl 24 o BER EEE S oAU MR
EfEES MR 2 FEsHs MY A2y HES Mlshen 2elx gfrel s i
el A Bk A2 HEEE BEe e o BOR HRS AXl 2 debe 3RS &kl
SHE 4 delel wolAlvt,

rr

T

ft

1. Cybernetics BR2| HE

95wl AT 9l Alelelvl® ek FIEEE 19484F N. Wiener o 3 [4fo] 4
o) 5] 22—k ol 9149 il (control) sk B Y oleb: HEAA dizkstr Utk
Wiener & o] HiEE 1elo| 27FdlA #EFE Frksht kybernétes 2 3-8] =+ fikzget st
ok, zade HR 2ejo] 2ol A= ol wl [igfte]l B (kybernétike)olete= MaE/T AT 1
A& Platon o] o3l Bit@hy fRisolA (EAS o she] =3F 18344 =20 PHEEK
A. M. Ampére o] [F}E8#885% 1 (Essai sur la philosophie des sciences)o]zls FH<rol A
lcybernétique |zh= FIFEE HASIE BiaBe —#2A o] ARG S TURsle Sils
st bz g, o3 E cybernetics o o w S wlt aTels FEe MEFIE HEIk
3t [kybernétes |2b= FHEE7F =3 slel 559 gubernator, = 2 ~259] gouverneur 1] 7 HE
o] governor o} [FFEEE AL 97 KRBthdA 22 RekE Fe dovA & ¢ 9
ok ®

Wiener ¢} Rijii F¥BE BAPE Y &SRS R B dAd PES vd=
o 23e 2 w7k Az A FiES BRjel sl #ihRel B, 4ol Wt ¥ AMELE
Wocol 3t oM As RS BIEE RS ol MBS HEZMe HKE kst
E AL A Ao b 2w 2 e SiAe] Bl #idl (control) oF  {E
(communication) Q18] o] =2} @S0} 2t &S Abukzk Afakabolo]l 9lel A o] EfEuke] oty x
AR EBRERS EEol: Bl MMM el el AR4lelel BEE EHIE K
&9l Aol o1 ske] bolulule sl B ¥Rl £WER, TRH o2 iEHBH
ol ZATFA Mal ole) it o] FHS AZAZ HAHY v ALE mwol Al Ak

Abol Wil Bl 2 EEpel %ol silel REAR AL 4dphe 2 MK, 2 AHELESe
SlolAl A ZFES gl Ak & HAEES REREA AV FKERMY HEES e 4
Wt & ZhAl Sk FgEsE Sl gleh o Flel Abelwivl B 2BRgGe] ERREER el W
fE 2A =& Bhvl glbd 222 fRs HE M EES olsle M=l A i
e WEkElZ] o gelnh. A4l Afolwiwl Bl ZBEER-2 A, BERR S-S ARNEE T Kk

4) Wiener, op. cit. B
5) N. Wiener, [ am o Mathematician (New York: Doubleday, 1956), p. 322.
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{rE A s ko
RS o] LRI HHISh ol B A RO R she] —RuMSREIGE e iE H Rk 6
8o sk,

BREHI] Bl A AbolnlvlE o) EEHE wwl 94 HHle Eme £ 4 el 1A
o BEBRHS WX WAZ St Uk plH BHS HER BN [ %k o
B 9 el 2 HHT 4 ol EEe 5] (D) sk 2o gelel WESL TR SRUL @
&30 gl el ool wtal REol ) Wifiehs SIe) @k Ye BEA Y SRE o
Aglch & R 2o, ool TS 7 F o WAl MEMmoZ Aol F AAT RED £ 9
¢ Aoldh, Wikmez el il Histe kit REe Wl ola HEEHH ik
SS9 sk Waol fERS o] & Hipleht BRH A3 Moz =3 EAWEOR), A
AT, HEHBol Yol Ao PEEEMoI I BERS0) Qe Aol e 2 u] Zal
o olai gt B Sole AAS MEAKS 24T + Atk & A, HHNES 2 BRAE
o BAEEOl T B+, el B, zolw AA slel Aol Rl

25 RIEol A3 Wiener o] BARE 2w Aol alul 8 298l Rfgdl o8 HAWS 2+ &+
Atk = Wiener ol oab HFE REHN HES A% BHY Ad S0 247} ol #
B WA HEHERMS HELKERE ot #asod ERS MREE BRZA
B@s) o A ok gk Aolth © mat ol R T BEoU ®WRA BHA oty
WAz WAL Aold A delale AL olelm Yoh AT WERHEM B
#o) Hidkol YT WRY MKkl B FE BEZYE Bfd ol 2k Wi A —@
o kol REESte WHe Aol M ma olzisld QoA BHRL BFsT g A
oW ol § Eikol YAHE WM HH HEKES T gl Aolvh?

B9 BIEE golel o] W A<e) HEE B, EE, BOEEE oAl REIEE




BT Eo olol 4 o) <Rolwul el ~ Mol AU ik

A RIS #iblel Jikel 3hgt AQel o ANA F R e S A2 o] Zul feedback
fRdel e, st wheb zre] feedback & FEES #H7F BEiisl ol BERMA Kisls AL
Hokskedl B o FES 218t 78] Bl MERS uwlelo 2 dtd BIF W R & Hisws)
o BRE ARkt A S e BE Aol A4kl MIE 2a RERE, EH
WE R OMERHS S #HE feedback of kR (loop) & MRS fEHSIE 1SS & F o
ok & SRS oL BRBREA BAS ol R &Hdol BEMRE AX EBBRE 2
fF=l o ool fEste EBBE-L 4 Roll KMESIT Volrba &= o2 &t FkEo] ol =gt BUEE B
A3Herh, F Ade) ol BE BT Eslehe T 2ual REREA BAS ==
Aolek, vl feedback o)zl et MBIste BEER== Aol BAERAG wETHES
AWML Z BITsH7 Hsld = LARAHI SEE sln glol. REBVE HAR AR &
ol st HHBREF RES oA o« T78& Flshd = ERTH] AFE 4RE &
AT AR = S0 Biflel AEAl S 2 Fakel o9 ARE LT = oo} “Jri}
A old AL HEBEES BRI Ad0ds 1 B B (lag) & EHEs &k 4R
LS vl BT Ao HES s 48 EHBREFA Rkt st Aok fiAW
SRR BE BIRdY A= B Eiﬂéz«l frige] BHE Fe R Aol ok
B 28 R B gige (rEE BESd vk2 2 BZldl 2l o frEel el FiEs
EE glof st Aolcl, zey] A& B BlfES (@S Blllnle] ohvel —ERER
A A BRI BRE 2ol oMl LHEAACG, ol EhY £HI e BEBRRA
e BEEM RESA Sk A49E dx = AR e A5 A 1E A S o
Fol2l B A= BAEMNQ Billlol ozt BME 3 BEMIBHERY o T+ feed-
back #iEe] ERY B o] Bo] Alelwd e AMRol HER HMNERS sl Yk

feedback BB R =3 £HBRAAE BRAY 5 B, KE, 0w BEES K

FolXBET S —TRAR MFse ol £l By HEIEAL —#%AY 2 = homeostasis 2}
¥ A2 g oA % feedback HifkliEe] —fEql Aolch. T. Parsons o) il &84 REHo
AetAl o) HHER-S Al o] homeostasis #§gE o = Helo) HHFE Rigstz b
< UFE B ojokrlelr},

22 feedback HHME-E AMTHAA T 713 FooiA B BRET + ded 5
3 BEMEL 2 MR Ao =la glvh. olal Bl A ARelokTz Alolulul e 24 #H
= = [TBCHMESR | (self-organizing system) 9] 7474 iyl Aol =& Aold =a o
Zloll 2belwiul B = o] @B £ %ll‘— B d+v Aelvh

Abolwivl Bl & HEgel gLyl #iHlel sEfEelrl 2R S BEES shio® feedback HE &z
Wlfell A RS = o = a2 fRERsE RS Mgl ook 3 Bk ERIAA
L b Abolul vl Bl mpiEhsh it BN oo Wl A feedback HiMIEfEel 12 THTYRTL
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TR S EE L

S} BHE | (self-stabilizing and adaptation) o]} BgE A o) 28 =] otx HC%E(Lst @Y

chiet =gt THTMAMIL] (self-organizing) 7} &F - vhell {EHSE —AkiE REREILZA 2
oA 53] tR#Ee] mEikS dmst bolwlulE & Hige] oludr M-S HrAVHE F=
A S & 4 Uk ? 24 k=2 feedback #Hifle]l 9ol AiFEE 2 negative g ol
= £l HWeled el A= 208w o positive g o] saE 2 olvh. W, Buckley
= B REREIS BT dolA [HERE | (morphostasis) 3} [HERZIK | (morphogenesis)
oleh= #E4-S HHAZIHA FiE 7%= F2 negative feedback 23] 1 HFell Y=
positive feedback of BEE/F @M = &S] Hl2e A AEEES homeostass, it &L
ol el Ao R Selld, 2z HEY M=t £Hd s, AHS BE 2 agEks
ol A & 4 Aotz 3e} 10 o3t Rikol A M. Maruyama o] o] 2up 512 Apo]ujul g x|
(the second cybernetics) #&-& 2olAl g RiEE A5 devl, 2o Jebd TH
HREBEEAA dod4 &iRs [iﬂL};z‘;}%(devxatlon-counteracting) fiEe gz 4 2}
ol w8l ~ BRRES HERTHMo KRB (deviation-amplifying) & sk &%l FH.L

4 HolA grokrl, 23 BRE Bl Aok F B BAEW £WERES b &
BARS Sk 5, KRS QorlE WARNFe BE, FEEHP TEE EH
Flgsgksoloheba sha gleh

Apo) vl &} 2B3ho] [EHES (analogy) o] FiHel Hgsted ol %R slolAo) THER
F%I4: ) (isomorphism) o) FRstn 9= AL AHdolxnk 2k BiFgs 4 kA& R
MRS BEN KT QoA o SR L (structural similarity) #ul obife}
3¢ [HESRY MEM ) (structural difference) & %p8s) sl o= Ao] ofdzl= Holr}f
&5 ol Eul M2 Aloluivlg 2] RABRES 1 Ay Mk v} o EHiRstz e
oo 1 HEM:-S feedback #idldl 2ol 4 E=Z 1 negativedt o] M= F&
negatived} (i 2at o2} positivedt fimE 7R @43 [52% feedback] HHIBE ] Hi
St glakel slvh. JbE HENBEFEEY Al o] 1 HEEE BRI dd =

BR EES el dAetE, A5 BEEV BRI THiEKe] BRAd Hell 2Ese =
z=raxse ke AolA, £ feedback @i+ [TEER R EE) (circular causal chains=
pseudo feedback loop) Ll k9 4= @vbe A4 AphHiige] bt F2 /\Fs*]frfw &%
o] #5Fhe] 7ol cl2vfm Bl o] A Rell el A Ax HEWAY L TR e] BERFE

14 >i o g

9) Cf. M. Maruyama, op. cit. E. Laszlo, Introduction to Systems Philosophy (New York: Harper
Torchbooks, 1973), W. Buckley, op. cit. L. von Bertalanffy, “General System Theory-A Criti-
cal Review,” G.S., VI, 1962. W.R. Ashby, An Introduction to Cybernelics (New York: John
Wiley & Sons ,1956), N. Wiener, Cybernctics, 2nd., (New York: Wiley, 1961).

10) Buckley, op. cit., pp. 58~59.

11) Maruyama, op. cit,, p. 164.

12) Cf. Buckley, op. cit., p. 3.






L PN 2 o e
%o L RHEL BAE MBI KBS o) fikste gubEx, v BITHEEE
L3 WEEY ol vk Ml 4 LobExl, & [FEMEES] MK BOE ols KA o
fretel dlvh BB HHEZOY WEA BEHINS RET o= B Brd Ritdel
Abdit &5 EHsH Hshe] EEkel & HE&S #fAA AL R arstel. fHfEA MK
flErol 2b MG Sol = 2 MR AT Bt T MBS 2= AL Eel Rt
31‘4 BuhBigdl oA ®OAR HES] BB BEIF-E S&olzlx]al, ot i
ol dolA el R Bihel = shvel HES M, F AFSE dd4d BEMo= M
2% BEE il 429 BEE Ttz BA%I T sk, wekabd Buibel el A
HEWelH B SMmAS Bwste gdobs deolrh old g A2y FITiRMA sl
= FrAEEBEe Wt 2A FET ¢ et Botol & Aol
FE- Bifehs Bfe dstd [BtEERd gdol4 HEY BEIRME Eirshd $iTshesl
F2 MBS = TEERY BRI EEE AES Eob kAR g4 BE B
78 Eazshe vl o8 fiEe "irel 98 4 A7 Al el #Ie MEst de
T geod, 232 HiEY BES 494 vy 88 Aolx, wut olviel 2 @fee]
B Al o] el x]7] Akl = Bk HEAy 5aH el obd R HRiET RS KR
ol glojokut & Folrh, Es] F#s WA she A Bl Ho BB (Al #
Ry B, 283 B R ohJel BEEEReEE flEdlA meRel BREE 22
2 ksl EEFES 2bobe EERQ @WmEl Aol o= w4 Bihe #as jnEs
£ AL o e HAREY WHARS AHEIE dE 53¢ F 7 A& A, 5
o5 Be FAMSA doldE el HEME MR EEshs MERd: A 2d
BEE s u, 23 BE BFE MEse Anc A28 ®REFE BdEshe dol &
#He B MEER el lrl o Eolrh
BB RE REBaH R Aol = shiel R« ol 2vb MEH AR "ok (tra-
ditional-modern dichotomy) %9 fEsEe] =] o] AL EfAL=FEEKL WAL & ol HRiL
2 FEsAY AR =3EketE ko] R 3 PRy FiRsE ol ke A
ol 7k BuATE BRI HEEUAHR dolA ol Bul EifF iR Tk 2ol Al B
L FRIYn, 24 EEEE] HBtd & 0k 2o &2 BES BEA Yok @A
71 Weber = ##titfrel BAAREL G Aol o] Wt HRE FURshA A {FHmy 2 SEA H
i AFoleo] ERS- mEIRstd vl 1 Weber o] ##-8 24 w-& T. Parsons & [#f—¥ L 75
¥: | (traditional-modern dichotomy)el] HUgF o] v} MFZAESA S (pattern variable) ff 4 2

14) N. Birnbaum, “Conflict Interpretations of the Rise of Capitalism: Marx and Weber” in The
British Journal of Sociology, Vol. ¥, June, 1953, p. 127.
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BRI T gl Al e Apol vl El il o] Rk
disk e, 2 vhgsh gep e
REAH—Ra dh iy (affectivity—affective neutrality)
B 5 — 5[ (self-orientation—collectivity-orientation)
T e ZE— %%k £ % (universalism—particularism)
B S A (i, —BE J3 A {7 (ascription—achievement)
Zr{e— k41t (specificity—diffuseness)

Parsons = o} & 3F 45kl 1RIEst M@ HEsE (social structure) o} vl 7bx] e} RHFRIS
sl =, & AA (%R ERM—EEIA (I8 (the universalistic—achievement pattern)
Ex [HRFEM—EBANN L] (the universalistic—ascription pattern) |=] [%zkds%
HI—AE WA R J2HE] (the particularistic—achievement pattern) 18] W= [EpkEEmH—
W ASLAY J4HE] (the particularistic—ascriptive pattern)'® 7} 22 o] o], A A-& it
(industrial societies)oll, &+ A& WAkt @HEel KB=2 HEgd, A A2 B
(classical) it @sde], 2ela vis) A ekl obiedst i@ EEL F A& Ao
EEAE .2 S

G. Almond = Parsons 9 ##-S 714 o] & EHREBEHY & atatole} & 4 17
o, 3 25 HH-IR 2ol BE—EREY Fo Take] AEetw K3 HAM
414k (unfortunate theoretical polarization)'® & X ¥ FEE/l vty ZiEsd4 5 ]S
Coleman = v %o & BuhlE R EHitGNA ARILGE ool ks (continuum)
2o 2o Bl (BT ¢ e ALoE B glS ¥, =3 25 AT Buiisd E
Hery BAL MEZkERNC - BBl L BEMNeR ®od Sz #52 BEAdxE)
Aoz, 223 Buhtek AR B MERERM A EHAMM L BiEmez Sk
A Bz S BERIYAE] Aoz Bow4 ™ Parsons o [HESEH SHE 2oz
TS 9lv}, Parsons o] o] £ul [EREHBH-AENAIA) nhEiEe] #ilo] et
o Kigp FEES BAEAA AL S8, 45 /B4 IR1es BEs EEma
Aelx, weld A Affbw ABUL, F vl FAlw EERLE deldrts Aol HA ¥&
ok, Almond 7} S. Verba ¢} ol £o #Rrgr THR3L) (civic culture) ez . E
3] HEEY Bsw BB +ZE dw gleod, M BIL{t] (parochial political culture)

L
“

15) T. Parsons and E. Shils (ed.), Teward A General Theory of Action (New York: Harper &
Row, 1965), p. 77.

16) Talcott Parsons,The Social System (Gelencoe, 1ll.: The Free Press, 1952), p. 102, p. 180.

17) Ibid., pp. 184~199.

18) Gabriel A. Almond, “A Functional Approach to Comparative Politics” in G.A. Almond & J.
S. Coleman (ed): The Politics of Developing Areas (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton

Press, 1960). p. 23.
19) Almond & Coleman, op. cit., p. 533.

20) Almond, op. eit., p. 23.
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R BRI R B el

MBS B s a0 | (subject political culture) 9 28l 470k | (participant  political culture)
9 MaE L R4 EED 5 gleh P D Apter & 5y fiE = M (M
dl4 Buhie kel FES S¥she HEE ne F1od &, S MEdAE B {1k
BAFF (hierarchy) & #Eio 2 std BUFS #iklkdeol =kt [fzB#y ] (hierarchica) el 7 =}
[=)z}al §] (pyramidal) 9] #o 2 H¥sl D, T8 fEAAE BE == 55,3(17} BkEh=
Higel =2t [#8i#9) (consummatory) 9l Z =+ FErAY ] (instrumental) gl 7 o 2 4¥sked o]
=& MEh, MR BAARNoEZH 4 FRE dz gEd, 47 °ﬂ/‘1 7t Bl A
22 BES = Ao] et WBRF FERY - A8 HET #Ha ol 2w [ZiHs
#lJ (reconciliation system)&= FABKREREH g 7l7bg Aoz Hozy 9 HEREL
ol fFREE Vel gig 2

F. Riggs &= 2 #IE:RE ddA= BARREY #5-3 AN REB #7132 3
ot v BERREL [£2 RE(LS B8, 5§ B o8 RRHERY KRS BRsbe
RAoleti st A, 3 o2 2z FHAD TEEBRE-S Bus{tb (politicization) o] @]
5 BFREE i1l BHE $2 BRI (participation or involvement) & ki3 Aoz}
st >

A BHEAR 2o uF KFshE BIEEL Af=FAEtele FX$& BAE
RiRste gedl, L. W. Pye s} B&slx TEABREY MBS Bs] Musm Ttz 474
ed & A Pew Fo] FEEelH Folol MRMANE ENT & o HEte] #ix]A,
Fd2td WEE Bk ohE HKHse] MEE Zlo|c) | H. Spiro & [EiAHES AL}
RBESER o2 A2 L jj;ﬁs]-—r gJow, =g S Huntington = HHEBES #H2L ARG
E¥Es BRI ®RESE fpste b ®

R. T. Holt 8} J. E. Turner &= Parsons o] EaEst#d] HpEst Almond o 4#7-& 531 £H
) e i AS-E o 2 —Hml REtEE sk ded, § 282 Almondd]
Sirskdee 2 o5k Ha BB, o 1840 4R EEs WHHBHEGEE [EHF TR

21) C_f. G.A. Almond & S. Verba, The Civic Culture (Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1965)

22) David Apter, The Politics of Modernization (Chicage: University of Chicago Press, 1968),
pp. 16~22.

23) Fred Riggs, “Bureaucracy and Political Development: A Paradoxical View”, in Lapalombara,
ed., Bureaucracy and Political Development (Princepton: Princepton University Press, 1966),
pp. 21~35.

24) Lucian W. Pye, “The Concept of Political Development”, in The Annals, 358, March, 1965,
p- 7.

25) Herbert J. Spiro, “Contrasting Appoaches to Comparative Politics”, —prepared for discussion
at the 1964 Annual Meeting of the American Political Science Association, Chicago, Illinois,
September 9~12, 1964, p. 6.

26) Samuel P. Huntington, “Political Development and Political Decay,” Werld Politics, Vol.
XVIL, No. 3 (April 1965), pp. 386~430.
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e b3 T T B I R Y IR R Pk 4 R e i R

AHE) Lol A7IeE B Jrfiex A BE omde) EE e A a, Fo Al
25| g R ke 1840 R Rl AR T Aolx, ebde] EEIY =, 2
1840 fR8) A EkEEVEN = 049 =belef] frEshAl W Adlul, oA HHls] AER Aol ofd
gt gle

HHE—IER Ty el 2 = oshvbe] 3% fistayal Ash Ffmel A& —fe FaRE
(zero-sum situation)d] )& A% 271 g}k FHolr), o|elgt mulo] ooz Y
RS X 22Aqk o8 KRR Bl = ol R Bendix 7} fEfifdh & ©
FfRfgelw 23 o fpyelele 4l o2 HHmal Azt TRl Aol MEBRIe Ak
£ ohd Aol ® =gk C. S. Whitaker 7} B%st% syl Azt ARAUAL Aol BIESHA
W3t BRE ArtER] e Aok ® ] White = BAAES fTBE o €l M
EFH7b HFT ek obdzl Aol wHebd = ERMQ Al 8l Al AL BAvle B
RE L 4 doke A EHSt T A0 23 HERRY REE REESCIY RARD
ABIBGRE B HARa ohet o5 BaAd oA x BffEe mEMEMG fEMst
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it e R BE(role) o] b o2 ol FolAm glul,® ofdl FfifRe 2EER%R
o] AFFRET (viability) o)vh EHEAES 48k ol« THEERY &%) (functional requirement) &
FRA 77 et oul HEE BITSIAY 23 A ZaAv s Folvh. 2 iiEc Ik
ﬁ'é(eufunctional)-‘l] 7 o]l & th#E H#EAE (dysfunctional) o] 7 $-ol v}, NEESAERIQ] fEAE-R
QA RS fEHES HRslE = Es A, 2394 ez HlEnd (FHS
o] Bk EES A LE AL EHIL A LolA HES @MEAVHE Aol mE
rel BES ol WiaEa MIESY HE A7 & BESAARE A, #R &
Fol A A8 FE (strain) o) BhE BBl WHol HE Aolth MEMFE MEKED
HEMel EMS WX TRERRA oste @RS glormz ofr I My BRL T M
Gl ERAG ve, =14 #ghe] ER =3 HAeM Aow 2o

WRE R RERC) tEEE W= BUABES offud oA &R rEnd ﬁfkﬁé’:"
Y #Ea o) homeosiasis ¢} negative feedback fIE-S &I ol x| #EHe] FEHSo] S
AdE R BES UHEEEM Aozal B =iy AT BHERE EEBEANA Y &R
(deviation) 2. ¥ FEE L3k et A4 BRAA ARSI+ BEES KBBE positive
feedbook o 7ol 4 e=ul, AL #Fhollo] HHET ol =l Rl dodA EED
ol B#el 3 flEs MMEhe Aolvh. WEERE S L ol 3k positive feedback Wi x]+= B3R,
o83 votrtA = 28 BRE EFBEC A &R (deviation) 2 B3 glx]=k, 7)o vl
WREERS BT 7 g milel =4 loh obA w4, ABTERREAY HEE
Foo B sl Ae] ok a fHE BRMBES Mste, el Pzl &F WA
= Bl 38, A4 A Hebd = sl RITHEMole sieely, T3 HE#EAS L s A
olch, 13t BRAA FFE J|ESH Hishs 75 de Aelnl, Aol BEE BKA
713 3 BEhs BRAZI . AR, 1 2 E GBEEC] #RS FEA R HolH, &
— oleig WEES BB A Bukobd 223 B RS Bl —mryel sk FEHS Bt
7} ol# g el

Bof iR IRo] glol A9 M=l o] RAEE-S eI ER 24e R4St Ak

33) 1bid., p. 480.
34) Parsons & Shils, op. cit., p. 23.
35) Cf. Robert K. Merton, Social Structure (Glencoe, lll.: The Free Press, 1057}, p. 51.

112



