Secord Backmanl

Berio2
1 (role prescription)

Paul F. Secord and Carl . Backman, Psychology (New York : McGraw-Hill Book
Co., 948) p : 454,

2 Dawd K Berio, (New York : McGraw -Hill Book
Co., 1960), p. 156.



2 (role description)
3 (role expectation)
Popenoe3 (role

expectation)
(role performance)

Dressier 3
(role expectancy)

(role performance)

Young  Mack&

David Popenoe. Sociology (New York : Prentice-Hall Inc., 1971), p. 83.

4David Dressier and William M. Wilis, Sociology the Study of Human-Interaotioi
(New York : Alfred A Knopf, 1976), pp. 117-148.

'Kimball Young and Raymond . Mack, (New York
American Book Co., 1956), p. 158.



(interaction)

(Gross6

Cohen?

(prescribed role)

(enacted role)
(prescribed role)
(enacted role)

L (lack of understanding)
2, (not to conform)
3 (inahility)

M. 6Neal Gross, Word . Mason and Alexandar . McEachern, Explorations in Role
Analysis : Study of the Social Super-intendency Role (New York : Joljn Willey & Sons,
1965), p. 60.

X Bruce J. Cohen, Introduction of Sociology (New York : McGraw-Hill Book Co.,
1979), pp. 35-36
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Levinson8 3
1
2.
3.
¥
(aspect)
0
1
8 Daniel J. Levinson, "Role, Personality and Social Structure™ in Sociological Theory,
eds. Coser A. Levis and Bernard Rosenberg (New York : Macmillan Co., 1964), pp. 284-285.
I ' ( ; 2516), 74,
" : ( ; , 2516),
68.
il ,
mnm ( : ,

510, 9
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13

(ideal role)

. 2535),

3

(decentralization)

Friedrich Ebert, (

. 2540),

(actual role)

12,



(size and boundary)

(functional)

(autonomy)

(legal person)

(autonomy)

»

(unity and sovereignty)

16
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10-11.

i

- 25%9)

18



Huntington Domingues

""S&muel F. Huntington and Jorge I. Domingues, ‘Political development,” Handimk
Vol. 3, eds. Fred Greenstein and Melson Polshy
(Reading Mass : Addison Wesley, 1975), p. 33,



Milbrath1
(political participation)
Arthur . Bromage'7 2
1 (voting)
2

Milbrath Goel18

16Lester . Milbrath. Political Participation : How and Why Do People Get Involved
in Politics (Chicago : Rand Mcnally & Company, 1965)

(

B, B

(y LArthur . Bromage, Introduction to Municipal Government and Administration
(New York : Appleton Century Crofts Inc., 1950), p. 525.
Mlbid, p.2.



® il ,m

o7 s vy

Yl
Milbrath19
(representation)
1 1 1 1
Nie Verha2) 4
1
Bibid, p. 153

DNorman H. Nie and Sidney Verba, "Political Participation,” in Fred 1. Greenstem
and N.W.Polsby (eds.), Handbook of Political Science, (Readings, Mass : Addison Wesley,
1975), footnote 46, p. 9-12.



Milbrath and Goel2

Alester . Milbrath and M.L. Goel, op. cit., footnote 36, p.12-19.
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1 (voting)

(patriotic acts)

2. (party and
compaign workers)

3, (community  activists)
4, (contacting  officials)
Verba Nie (parochial
participation) (particularized contacting)

) (protestors)
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6. (communicators)

Roy ¢. Macndis2

“Roy . Macndis. Introduction : The History, Function, and Typology of Parties, in
Political Parties : Comtemporarv Trends and Ideas. Roy C. Macridis, ed., (New York :
Harpers Roy, Publishings 1967), p. 9.

A ; , 2524), 12,
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Edmund BurkeZ ' “

2
1
2
William  Goodman2 ¢
” 2
L
2
5
‘hars” o (part) ‘holitical party”
23 , (=
2528, 2
p : 4,

5 . ( : 12517, 8
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“vartie politique” ‘olitische
partai” '
5
1
2
3
25

B3 190,



21-22

(Mass party)

2



B
(caucus)
(committee) (clique)

,2521) 1820,

(coterie]

28



2

3

.. 1924

(branch)

(cell)

(cell)

2

21
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4, (militia)
[
(patron-
clients)
X
(personalism)
J)
0 b ( ; , 2525),
41-42,
3 , ;1 1

5), 3%,



3l
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Scott

3 336, 342
3James G, Scott, Patron-Client Politics and Political Change in South-East Asia ,
American Political Science Review. Vol. 66 (March 1972, No. 1), Pft 9.7-98,

, 2021, 1314



3.
*[ 1 |
L
2.
3.
Beller Belloni
3 3

1 cliques and tendencies
2. persona] / client-group factions
3. institutionalized / organizational factions

1 cliques and tendencies :

(ephemeral organization)

3Denis C. Beller and Frank Belloni, “Party and Faction : Modes of Political
Competition™ in Belloni and Beller (eds.), pp. 422-430

19-20.



2. personal / client-group factions :

3. institutionalized / organizational factions :

34
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(power)
Ty
Robert A Dahl
(relation among
actors)
b (relation among
actors)
P (relationship)
L

Dahl

"Rose M. Amord, The Power Structure : Political Processing American Society
(New York : Oxford University Press, 1967), p. 46.

J Robert A Dahl, Modem Political Analysis. (New Delhi : Prentice-Hall of India
Private Limited, 1975), p. 8
Jlbid, p. 4
 Ibid, p. 3
Blbid, p. 28.



3

1 N (political resources)

Harold D. Lasswell
(participation in the making of decision)
(value position and potential of a person or group)

Lasswell ¢ ,
, "{)
Lasswell Dahl
(physical power) (persuasion
power)
ibid, p. 91-92.
A Harald D. Lasswell, (New York : McGraw-

Hill, 1936), p. 14,
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authority
leadership charisma
force coercion dominant
power attractive power 4

Edward c. Banfield 0
Steven Vago g 3
1. force
2. authority

authority 3

2.1 traditional
2.2 bureaucratic
2.3 charismatic

3. Influence

i , : 1
, X/ A
(«c2Edward C. Banfield, Political Influence (New York : The Free Press, 1965), p. 3

8yago Steven, Social Change. (Pertice Halt : Saint Louis University, 1986),
p. 169-170.



.. 2537

(power)

133

2519)

224,

(authority)



3

2. .. 2538

: i
| 2540)
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3.
4,
50
&
18 ()
. .2538
2

1
i , | I
| X0

K () 1

( | | 2539)



2
Y
L
40
2
11,857
30
3.

4 Do
"
| 2539)

4

60,001-160,000

1,000,000
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