M E=E(H45H3S)

A4 PR VEYD B¥ & 58 Y dARYo) 3 AT

<8 x>

.M E

. PR ZRUAOY A 2¥3 SEM =3 28

. H&, PR, HEYIAY HFEA

V. 3BEY S A MEZ F2: PR 2 HEYI 28 M

(2 ok

therst ojsjoAIZE BEA ddEde AYAAS Ay A o|&F
xEHoEA B d7E 7E9 04?-011*1 oA Goke ZAE PR(Public
relations), WIEYZ o] As@Ao] 3 =& 5 AL A& A=
gt} oj2 wigto g FFAAFIE 43 A2 HTHA B PR MEHYA
S AN AH PR VEYZ EF AFAYeA AFHoF AR
D Y FFAMY o2 ERA, FFE EAFFAEHT UE
A F471F(EES} FEaAEE) wet A kA dEYR Aoz vy
B =Ee Z UEYa A9y B4, 7A4Y, a1 UEYST #9Y
Hol A Al 74A] Ao B3t =9 E s wARe R B A7 ¥4 2
gl ol st =28t

2o oA o

[FA0): A PR VIEYZ B, FFAEE, A F2)

.4 &
PR(public relations)& F2 o7 Ao} TH T+ ARS B9 FRAA
o] FAX(publicity)E AAEF7) WEANEAZ - AZF, 1991), FFIF IR A

* Aeuitn BANEY BK21 AFGW WAFE B A7 Y(esp7111@gmail.com)
*x Zolr)gby =7 AATA AY AT (mwmpsr@naver.com)
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s dRE AFste YT (one-way) FAE s YrhAFE, 2004).
olEF He AT B AE o5 FATAY A ok Ao
E PRE 93 AEAFAA Fosld, g3 FFET ZE 19 “pAD
224 olalale Ao] ulEAET) Cutlip, Center$t Broom(2006: 5)& ZXo)
SN PRE “2AA 2 2H9 Ado] S vXE FF T FFo]o)
He #AE FHs fAste s ez F9stn ok old wil pre
o] HGE o FIAAE Tt FFPY B4 #elge EHow 3
Mg £ gl

AR FAlFEL o= 3 BAY AR} AT 5 e v
g 2] okt et AAPGE AlololM FAE B 7x2 B3 A
gl P Aok E=F HEAHA AFAF H2o 3 B R AR
A% Hae] AuiHo g go wet FEFAN] N B ESRY ohg 1
Aoz el FARA Fort vl Folxa Utk olHF o] HE wEo
AT el dM UEHJIAE T3 24 £33 AFUA A BAD
2le] "ol te AR YThPeters, 1998).

v @79 552 B39 FAAYAAN agHe) AFYAA BelE 9%
THHY FF EZAANE 1 o5 T3l AHY PR AL Y3 FEH
Z23olE sk Zolth ol& H3te B Avs AA, dA ZH3Eok A Bo
=9=A @&%d PR AFYA A ”35‘34 TEAES Y-S gt ol&
Hige 2 A {Kinterdisciplinary) H& E3] &3 42‘11, PR, 283 YEH=
e BT BAE 1Fd, FF PR H].E_-?Ji 2@ AAgth g3 pr B
HELA 2¥S 53t Aoz 76‘334’%“3“/“]-4 Yol FTFEL AL
&= 71EF ol AFRUAA BAY Zojd] wE Ak APHS UE
A= B E Tt AAGh

I. PR AwyAeld 34 B3 FFA L3 29

Ao B Aol PRE 719, a2, <Atsh Tl 4t Bel7lEO T
Ao(FrEal, 1985 2, 2000), T7+e) HFH Hgol ojME FFHYPRE vl
$ %23 JANE ARV TP PRS WFFAY FAL A Mol R
F(unseen powen)oZA] B9 =YL FAsAFE wiiA 7)5L $Poc)
(Cutlip, 1994).



X PR UEYT BHS B3 M DAl B9 17 BY-PRUERT 0/2S) S KIS FHOS - 209

1. PRY AHFUAIOIM B 2Y: Y S3E S ARLIAOIML 7Y

3o

PRAFYA RS FAY e 2HL Grunig? Hunt®] 4%
Q1€ 9ItHGrunig & Hunt, 1984). |59 E¥-& PRO =
24 PRO] oA A2 5 JeAE BAFI UTh

g
AR

<# 1> GrunigZ} Hunte PR HRLIAOIM 428

=A 2%

=4 SEqwEs | 229E reTEETY W

ET i Huol g | amiEwa it
SiEFo/de] Ud ejs | wah mao] | Muh 7E oS | W 7d g

25 [mAol mAt ofd | e £} &1}
ﬂ%:’%'o'ﬁ HEY AR | HEY AR |HudoaRges|  mokomg

XIZ: Grunig & Hunt (1984), &t7|& 2| &4, (2006): 33% 2% 2.
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cwe Fashd Rk 4, FIAN BRE ADA An NI} F 4T
otk ARUANY frEe

ololAut ARE WA WA AT T ATE ARk AR, PYRFY ¥
go u2 BeAe 5o BRolAw, FFRE 2P W )5S Ik

FEAR 233 o2 He ARFUFA|He] oz Ag3ri= Holth 17
U PR FA ZAL £402 3o PRe Fyrp HAEY] wjiEd BEFBEAQ
ARUA | doltt & PREAZZL vEule B3l 2Z& WAkl =¥

Qo 2o HEst AL WA Bk YA, APTIRYY 2FE
243 3] Azolsols, YSHOE UHE Fa FsHRL F7d
o st 2% 337 27 B 25NGHoR W8S =Rt AR

UAeldE st e JEEERATY 35S FRAAA F8AZ, oA &
AollA HRYPoZ &3 ATE vitn G583 B PR} &
A5 T AL E vt gich

QoM EolP WU, AL 2YRTY 2P0 FEEG =

#¥o] BAll EASA He ARUAlE F¥ol EAgTE F, LTI ESR
L 5% Y AT shestr] el 8HeAMe] A 7hsAde] 3
o} & Grunig)(2002)= PR -] E(excellence theory

-
offt
ok
£
|
=
B
[RI !
ok
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E3F 7](mixed motive)2E-Z AT EF57) 2o
°lvt gAd ii(ﬁ Ahge AYe P A9 A7)
Heht=(win-lose) A9l = w e A § I (collaborative advocacy)ol| A&
A Ho] Fol & £ g AL 7]}7(]_,] SZ=A A AB 7] FHE Foprto

24 e (win-win)7b AE 5 Tk GS, 2003). o]#d ZHo|A Y

I HgEolgte F Uk B717F £ Uele o PREF] U 953

AHE 7tHete Aotk HXA gFo] A3 AMAY 2 AYPA}YPL -
53 g4

oy 4 25 FHEte AATFE N E¥E BUIE
AYez duste EFE7] PREF O & 4588 By

2. HE™ B

r
h-]
=}
u'l
il
o
roh
Okl
of
1o
Mo
Jn

A%y FFAEE Y8t ol AAAES EX wt ARssle Ze g
FEo|th. B AHEES YR s PRY AS AT tial
235387] dEol EFolret olsiBAlZ & 53 FF(target publicyS AR
et Aol AE&FH AT, 2006; AZ A, 1999; A5, 2002). £
71&2] PROJZoA Wo] &5 Grunig? Hunt(1984)] FEAMEFE b A)
Z! Hallahan(2000)9] FZAE3}ol| tIgh =2ol9} Ao AlRH = osfaA =}
4 23S HEAZ Rawlins(2006)2] FF A3 288 F4o 7 AR

Hallahan(2000)& &9 #AAA 7idol] 248 93 FTAES 282 A
Attt o] & 913t%] Hallahand “g 2ol tigh A 2le] Aol Ao gl

=]

ool Axo mt FFE Ul BFRE AEFSEY AL ARy e
ddd gog ofF FAo Fal ARFEC] 719 & A3 e 4ld, H
T, 283 JAEAES AR A2pEe] 28 e oW FAo B PR
& Agstn =oske wEo] Holum, AAFeEo] W ARNYSE oHd 5
o] Hojzt} #o= E7|(motivation)?} HHF WHEEH ojw FA AL
7FA 3 AR = 71914 SHpredisposition)S- & v]3ith A Alme &) Q)
o] o' Wi, A, A%, F2& 2 g sz FHe] AU, EL

X 2tod 12404
2 MASE XN 23 255 35
Qe RASE HI#EH 25 BiE 25

| BEE@A/RIE g2 |
Xt&2: Hallahan, K. (2000): 504. X+=& (2003): 108 x2lE
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34, B1RER §5L oW 3 1on u}m AR A 25 e

T

o L= =
@ AgEe FAEY, MERe AIAE A4FTIG B
=7 A8 QE, & 53487 AF BAV Qe AFEEQd HiE), ugEz
Ao thy Hagre Aol olslHAE EAse ARES AW

b L yul
71gtelo] v kAR, A sEo] AR 23 FAe] Utk wety F7hE<
g4, 7" 5 7‘éE—’F—-—r"(mformatlon seekmg)g 23l g%

£e vt} A7s)

of
ofy
o
u
1
P
i
N
ox,
2
n}r
v
e
it
L
- ofy
ko
ok
ol
k.
H
m

| THEod 7‘3@0“-4 E Co] 3}1‘:}
AR, A24A gFL ofd FA O sty AXFEL F2 Ho
o e AL ouldth o] e dES F ¢ e
AFA AL TAY FA G AFEEAM gRAH o= AHF HAY
AFFFo] B JEFEA o
U, 53 352 ofw FAd digtd A #A9 FEo] BF F2
Agoltt. wetd FHEANDS At At o
A3 EERA 5ol dy s e 4 AARF &5},
Grunig® Hunt®] FFAHE3 PREY ZHste oAz 24 R3S &
33l Rawlins(2006)= o3 #A AL 9-A <=9 (prioritizing stakeholder) 23 A A|
aﬁ‘:} o] 2 nlgto g Rawlinst ©|E& AFH AFYAIA Bele] SN
HAEdTEe A RFE BFGL A /A $Ae93F5e o3 2o

— 2
rr
=
e
i
it
=

3&5‘11, ZA3 olglBA AP AoH, XAt} Bl W & FRIT
(key publics), B4, F83% 2 & A FFEAA HRE AQdLe 3
E d& 59 ADFZ(intervening publics), FHA L E FL XALFES VAL
zAoRRY Yor HHE n@Foz HIFE, Mt tE FFE

3 988 9le F(influentials)©] .
3 Jo2HE Y Foe PR 55 3] Ao AHHH R T
359 43 olsiBA we} AEssteiol grke ZAolth 53] Al yid
AE AR oHGE Abdel metste, o5 FAEAClH
o A s ATUA | AE 33}04 e 7Festd olEY ols| @Azt 3

A5
Ao wrgd § YEF st Ao] UFHY FAHAHYY Aol
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. 44, PR, IES] T3] B33

£ B e AF7HA9 ZAPR A7 ARG F3lo] 72T Al
st =odta, ol Bgsr] ke PR#A AY}, 12w PRI YEYAY
FTEAE AHE =gt

1. PRESNAMS HMPR A+

T2 ARe d8FHoZ Ay FERAFIY AP Ao 23 FH X
3 AAPRS FHYTHANE A o] F 9, 2002). FARE Soj9}r] HIYpRo| )3
T8Ol A FHAEHoY, AR, 23], A8, AE7} T PR g Ay
Fo7 et dEFy FH HZAo2A FAPRe 2XT e AFo|thal
%, 2005 AHYT-E5F, 2004). =3 HHPRE FHo|gro] BHEH AFUA
ol WAE FE FA3he AW, AFUAIAL & diitol tE FE3 A
ol digt A7t &G 1EATEL g2 2o OAl 71 EHoA
o] A7z Ao

A, AF-EA] A0 FIYPR E5S A3 AAue AAEE A7t

SICHAE SE0 - 2019, 2003; FA-TH5 vHEE, 2005). o2 ITE
e a%d ARIIE o2 & HERAS AHE /T AR AU LS

AN A ZA003)E FHFRAY Sl FRA) FLATE Hutono)
3 PREFS Falo] RAsGOD, HAFRAe 7} olnlAsl YAve 4

o] FRPFE F Y3 AW, 39 FYHAYP PR FEL v|FI) W&
o, o] ¥go| 7= ojof & oz Mokt uFAL(2005)2] ATFAME HFB
o] Z4 PR 859 /M-S 93t A, FAPR A AL MR8, A, AR
UAlo]Ad Wl glojA] dba) Agdba] xok 2 Ayl &8 A, FF

AESHE 58 5XFTFT 44 58 A

F A, YA EA T o]E B AFYAA Hel] I AHHS A
Al AFEo] AR AFE, 2005 335 U35, 2005 AY3-£35
%, 2004; HAZ, 2006).

AL 522004y FATF HAME HZIE YA AA AR S Fao Y
PR FAEH NAurE AL EAFOZE olA7RAE 2P AA ol
AoiA HEG HAFFThe] AU gAla%Y] R Azt £29S A F
o, ol tigh sjAdHte s AR 2rie] FHPR) Wi A4 A7} )

D) SHIAAE BAPRolEHE Sojo] HF o] FAFFO] d@ YA Fu Fo
o WE# Y Zo] B EAHol7) WEolTh
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ojo} 3}m, PR ©27|HY AN Az, FYAAHE HAe A8Y F8A, T
Bdwro] pREZIH ] YEAH F& AXSHTE
HAZ0006)> ATF Al FARZE o] 7R FIAGAR U 4
o] @Al 3 FAPR FrHEAE S|k AR Al 7P & BAAES
JB7F ZAQo] I SRS Al BElstA] ZEG 7] W&ol olzlol &
250 FRAA] AdsHn FxFoz AR AHY Az AR 3
= el
AL 9(2005)= FAE B ARl A-AEES FEa] H3% Xéi-ﬂ PREF
of that A& 3|k HAA B4 ARGl lojA FF PR &5 A o
2 FHAIYES AF prRo| BIsle e 22 #HE BEGE RAFUAT 35
S v X9 BEEFFOE YF(HNTEF, $3F, S, BER) 4
8

are] EAlG gt ARUA A Ake Agsigon, d4los|RAAER]
A9 AL HIHo PP 1y dFEEe] FRE BFdal Ue
AANZABRE 823 RS ¥ oz Trste A9 99 3n

2e Wolux 8 B doka A=t o
e ZA}— 2% PR ww 20| glek. A (2005 o

A7 PR A T%E Skl 7Hﬁ’éag Eg?‘?}ﬁiﬂ}. EHQ] PRUFTH

< g8 AR 7139 g, FANBA, AR L A& FEGE A Fol
wgo] Wgsittn AWl ok o]@st PR AT7E 3 AAAEL BF o
W3 Aldissue) 2 MATE RS AT ¥ A PRO] AHHOoE FFE T

de FHA, MW =9 FEsirh

v A, gAgo] w2 FAPR A A A3 AFoltHAE Aol F4
2002; A E 1999, 2005; A5 o) FA-AAA, 2006). FIATAGANME A
HAGol o FH19 gAE e AMRTEE 3fofF 3tn, AL E 2
A E AYFHPA YT 5 Ue VY BALFE 9N § J=EE
AN Lo g THEE siok stk FALE 2 FAAA M e BAZH BA
Aol =0l He FTEE ok 3, npATte R APt 9 ALEHE 94
dre TR d &g Fristool @t olYd AFEe] HoE iy
248 PRI BE AP L BYshe wFoz dAHoof e A
7 AFA A APRI} o AtEe] HAPRY FFzo|th

oAl wiA, AAEQ006)F T E - 284200602 AAPRY] G| AR
NS =Y AR E 53l 352 vAEY ez 153t ntAH
gae] 24E w50l FIHTHE EMSHATE AT WA A|Zd|A g

2) WA 2l A (Marketing mix)& FZo] FAAIFNA Hale whS A7) 943 Ae-st
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oldel 44 PR 7]%‘—%?9] = ‘4—4 T 7z AYEd. A4, 4%
A7 A3 vt AR JFPR Aol 3] IHrA A, ¥
Hol mZe Stk &4, 71&9 A7y dREe ARUACIH PRI A2}
o2 FEAY H2Y AFECIAY ©wd] PREFS FYAl ] FH &A1)
ATFEEA, TAHA FHAX ZF PR &5 tig MAIIES Ydom
ArstEe). webd gAste] Qg ol ANUIES AFHs) Ak
dAHoz oA T4, vl AFUAIA A BE & 27t s v}
of gk S FFe 01%7—‘1 23e) Ao g =7t Ao

2. Mxi PR: ZAXM I} PRO| AS Y

TR0l “3 AES AzadE YgAEAE o tHskE, 2003; 5). A3
HHe] ArEE BAYLH %MO]E}” Ae shiel FHE YAY9IA7)
‘ of olfoa Zo| o, YUY BAWNANES S8 ols, =
E, Ao e Fxat8e] Ao|ti(Scharpf, 1978). EF ThFd 1611&74]—5
e B} 7be] AEage] AnA Uehbs @GN el B
of g =9 HEHo T FATlo|2o o FHAALGTHALlson, 1971; Cohen,
March, & Olsen, 1972; Kingdon, 1984; Sabatier, 1988).

d2dHo g FI3AAoe I AFFA7 EHA =Hoy, FA o5t
A Ao g o]dE BAY &S He ols|#ARE 7)Y widelt) met
ol2gt o|AAAELS T GRS} FAHA AT e AL olY7] ujio,
BlEAHY #AE Do olBAAERE T8 A 23 840tk

REFe] ALRolM g3 A AFHL dST olslBAE 283, Ho
3t Absl A HAE 3 v F5YAFE A(joint decision making)S
ool Zolth & AAAYTAL AAL T UFY AATES 9
HEAGE B3 BIE oo ) 1 3XA Aeeleh. aeht W
)7 ZJ—H@_ Holes 2EE 717 o @A wEFe Ao B
AT 7] Hope “AUG 71&BE Adals £7E A 9
Hol X%H%AE} (=3}, 2003; 29).

L ooX

-l>
ir re o 09;

N
U
N
rir
%)
2

O{N
02{;,"
ol
o

d

£ B4 7bsd A%H shRY #9, wE WEEe) 19 Jula vY o
2~ 4P(product, price, place, promotion) 12|31/ 3P(processes, people, physical evi-

dence)oll 23S W)
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ARUAcId B Bl 7He RS Bl AAste] AL QE A B2
2ARE Hzshed 288 2 £ Atk PRAFUACIAE ARUANAE ¥
& AREAADS FHE ok TR olNBAS e 3FEI WA
2% 9 479 AL F7) BEITHAFGS, 2003). PR} AFUIANY B
wd3 FEARS 2Re 23 AANFL BAKEY H& PsT A0,
A F olBAAS(EE BAFHT )5 ARUANL BAS A

A=
Aoz #T F v 5L ATyt FAHORE PRE FHT thg 22
el AT

A WA AYstel s 2 5L A Aotk AT ggEta B
3 A EARS Thekst A ZollA A E3E] BAe 5] et thsE Ab3] et

=
WolA BHE GAAE wAS B

BAHE Wwolst(=dlE, 2003). o3 =
25l uhH o2 A PR AAT o £YL v Aol F A3,

F A, FEARE B3k AR ERAE 29 F 3k Husid
TFAEEE Bt BAHoR FAARGANN FAE THANA, ZHYLAE TF
AL & e FFL v getsld 1879 BAE aRHez PP F 9
7] W&otk

ayg AYste] EHeA B2 PRE =P =T AT
ot Ao ZHolM FIPRE FAFY AN TEA
29 242 AR IE, 1993). F YA A&HE FolT BV
o2 239 AE AN H4F S AART
A7E B A Aol QoM WFHE R F e
AARE T APNA Helths BAS s

tlo
wror
2
)
L
o,
1

3. PR UES3: PR UEYIS H3A

vEYzZ #Ee A4 F3HH 9 PARoA & s dod|n n
(Agranoff & McGuire, 2003; Goldsmith & Eggers, 2004; Mandell, 2001; Meier &
O'Tool, 2003; O'Tool & Meier, 1999; Provan & Milward, 1995, 2001). 53] 3
HEYIE ofdt 3 ols|dAAES] B H4suAE dgshet] AR
oty VEHNAS 53 AR BYe oW ¢ B2 FAES I
=9H oy, H2 BojMe AHARAAAAM A VEQA =99 HE
o} AAFPAAANAM =& Fol(ILAT, 2007) 1 FLAO] HE FoALL
ATt

HEYA o]&1} PRoOIEC] A3 walehe AFe BAA #Elo|th Ferguson
(1984)9] =88 Alzto g pPRAT oA A A(relationship) ] F 84S Al

3) old g ME =& Klijn(2005), Rhodes(2006) & HZ3HA1L.
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FEHL lem, od wel HI PRo] BAAY e NEL Herield)
st} AFHHAoF Hohs oy} o]FojxX a1 thLeichty & Springston,
1993; H&3], 2001). PR FAHZA FRZAS JHYFFEZRE AHo HFA
R UFAHE HE Polof 3, HAFF A4S AL 5T ol a3l
s B AsYEAel  EAE wWEd, BANE HIIEA
(interdependency) 2.2 ©|&d}= UIEYA o]82 PRY YojA AL Hus)
| ¢ F83lch

PR 7ZIFUA A BAE F2A F2& 53 o|FojA Ik A% e
A5 vEHY JFE a9 o|FojR) o) MFAH ARFYA LA E59
H-Eo] HolA] g+ F-EolH, M #Yr} HA Fsln JUthAEF- o) F 4,
2002: 21). MIEHZ 23 olgd Holx gv ddd ARUAA #AAS
AMAHo g REE F doH, olF 7hy TxFH FARIS wEd & AUt
(Wasserman & Faust, 1994). o|& E9o], YEYZ AL ol HAFZZoA A
B7b AFEo e, e od FAFTFTEH U F8 ANIFE 1 A
FUACIA AL & AdHY A=A, FeA 5L #IHE & Uk ok
HENZ 23 HAAFZFE 7 AFYAA A9 dZA E(connectivity)
2 O F2E gefshed 83K Cross & Parker, 2004).

F A, MESa #E¥e FAPRE EeNL e duiAlzle E49I
B344% 945420 A39E4E a9 wgdste 2yolth exyg A2
PRO| FA| ¢} FAFFEL MBHA 2FF2A AFAZ} olJg 437ty 5
BE HAE Zeth MEYa 28 AF5HA ASAY ARAA Y g8 £
SH(decentralization) = HWZA FREA #H3ld £4%8 2ol wEd
(Powell, 1990; Rhodes, 1996) PR BoA= kst f89 ARYA A
HAE #A=3t=d ol Foltk &3 UEHA FEle YEYAL Fdste= 7
AYE e BAIE AEIA o, ol zH BAE AEAIF)EE(Kickert,
Klijn, & Koppenjan, 1997) A &PRE] FHM= FYFF 7 Jra5L 83}
A st F5HoR NFAQ FAFAY- AR a9 AYHPE 745A &
=3

a8y B39 dAEE Y F8 BEAEoA wE 2Ed YEYa
5%S PRI HA3} =3 A=

o

12
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FAYESZ Eol w2 23g Zﬂ%ﬁ"ﬂ"i g s ZA4HE e
&7] e AFHQ vEYA FE7t DA o thKlijn, 2005). £ E74F
ol PAMBAE ATy Hsixe A PR %‘_ 3] Ao AFA(legitimacy)
Y=o Foro g olgHEd XE Zo] oidey FWo] AR AHAAA Fo
3 & e 2E QolFe 7Is7HA ok gtk B dgE ol veAe ¥
A% & 9 A2 i oez AY PR HEHT 2 E AA T

1. 34 PR HEYIS SYT 7Y

A4 PR MEHIE A, PR, MEHISHE A 71X 0|9 A H2
S F7Ec 2R AR HAFAHQd Y E At FYFTFS 2 54
ue} AEseta, olExe] AFA BABYE Y3t MEHA BEE ©
3o} wEld FFY PR MEHAY TF 4 EAHE A3ETAE INteRE
e ey ARYAME Fatd AEdES olEd, olF HEeE 1
T3 FFAYAAE o|F3= 7/4\‘3]‘:}.

A PR MEYIY EAL thdd o] =9F & itk RAA, AF PR Y|
EfFde & A i-"f]ﬂ o 7HAY ARUAlR BARFHEEC TS

A4 we}t ARUAlA BATY HFHE A

o]t} %lt‘ 3 e 7y, i B9, me EFsV] RE
Aol BAR EE‘E’]E}' PR FAHZA AF-9

il FEHo FAH BAZAM FAHI, FUFHE, 73:‘?:7}% Ef?:}
Al7le ZAH1E3] Fol S = 3
TAA J dé 3
E7, A2 PR UESIE FHHY H EfFct}y. £AH HEYA #A
=9 s &Iy @—1—4 A} FAE we FHA 7 BANA YEu=
A, £EAA YEHNA e AP AR S Rl §
AHnegotiation)®] FA ol UERL7] W Eo]tHKlijn, 2005). $EHH WELZ &
Ao A B AgolM FE5YAIEA(oint decision making)S HUESHA
HEHE Aotk dutaloz FAFAL ARZAN FAFTFE 1 FHEY
FFEYAEG AAN FHEH Je BrE =20 old B FAZEA v
H Ak v FHH(lateral) BA ] S TFAAEA AL LE3HA T
THGalbraith, 1973). ©o]&3t ojujo|x] ALY oA FHHPRY &L FTFYAHE

P

=

[o

=

> [T
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g sl A7 3AIF0 ARUACIA BAB0| L, £HHoln uF
A5 gARe 3 AYY VEAIDE Bel=TE Fold BY Aol

a7dn

AR, B3 PR HEAA 248 B3, A =d=e AYRA7 YH A
Z gdsofop slevtol tig #4E T 5 Aok & AYEA - HFHo =
BAHE T HAE CohFoRA, ek B4 AAFA ] #Ed YAF
5 WA7F #Hod, AR A Zo] o] #AE A oA o
7F gl= Aot

A,

MEAD B8 Fohe] B34 BABT B} sbssieh Hyrs
o]

)
o
)
o
=
=
ol
1>
Y
. o
hu
r2
i
i
¥o
N
£
M
2
S

flo min

& et #AY F Ae
Fz ojsjBAE RAY AEAA
(cohesive) 311 F S(sub-group)E 2 TRt U 7
A s de s JFAFZTEC] W
I EAHA AFUANA BelE ) Huke 7 s )
o] & xA3 #ATYE B3t AR AYS AT F gtk npx
E % d(blockmodelingyS £3le WEQANA Az 2o Fz2H 45
FEE BT 4 i Wasserman & Faust, 1994; Doreian, Batagelj, &
Ferligoj, 2005). 9]& E°} Hallahan®] T4l 7}1x] 2% VEY a4 M= o}
B 723 94%E e JAARE FotHy] g, BESrdS Esle o)5S
TR, T2 BA R o8 & ok

A, Al R8-S B3l A PR VEYA 2L FAS o B E
ol 3T ES woll Bol& UEYI ARZ HAT 5 vk Ado] Stk A
zkHo 2 A PR VIEYAE #AeHd ofzfle] 28 13 Zon =A A 71A
A9oz2 Ydth A XEe Ea BT B A5 ERA)T PR T
T AE3 A ozt ydch
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4 HESA I5E AAZ WEYA EAdhs B9 eI 24T + de =
AR Hlgolt) PR b BAVF EASA] 4L o YEE goly, 2
AL G ZE FAAEN 7 BE #AE AT el TEE 1ot
(Wasserman & Faust, 1994).
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<38 1 Y¥ PR UWE/Z 2¥

@ [PrR7A 3327 |
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Hirlo

A& PR MEYA B9l 1X9e= PR
3 AHHA(adjacent) BAE LI A= AT

A o] N9 Aoz YEHI W7t gon, AFEAH 3T T
o #AZ} Ak & Ao g Aol ¥, HFHE AHHA Fost
Hehs FFEE TAED o] AQd &3ke 2HF FFES W T4 7
FUACIA #A 2 WFAd BAE FA 7T lon, FAAde] S
A Fz &0l EAEY] WE PR AFUACIE R SHAM FHE,
s 23] ke ARuACld BAE /A "ok 2499 F A ¢

Sl

o ARzAN AFHYI WA= AT HHAY
olth, & 1A Yo &ale wURAA e} dAH 3

ASA, JAZFH, 82} Folt} o] X
A ATEFE AFUANA BAZE 7R
Al EAgitt o] AHoM e YEAZ
= oFalt}). mp|eto g 3x99l 7Py
npgz Qdgtel] YA F BAZFTES BAE 2
A B3l Y FFEEA, Hallahano] Lah= vIFFol|th olE A g
Ao} AAwr} wf - FAY gl FFEEA oL Ao HiFHWAE
E3 dwAQd ARUACIH BAFESTLNE FAST WESZY HZo.
E HGHE o), o] M &3 A= FFEL YoM E
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<18 2> AN (sociogram)S S8 PR H& W E A2 AlZst of

JEH] BAE & #Eshe Ao FAEYG F23TH1AS, 2002).

44 PR VIESA EPNA AFHQ el 24 197 27 q g
ol FAXHE A PR VIEYZA 1X99 4L d¥ed t-33 gk
AA, MIEAZY 7P dZel HA3b9, PRFAQ ARZAE FHoZ of$
hsHA A7 A Utk 1A9L ESA o]29 ARoE motd
ARZAE FALE 3= Ao} YIEYA(ego network)o|Th Zlo} YEY A &
e FAANELS &AL W ¥ 45FES AEY, oo wt v
EA & (ules)o] AT o]EL olHF #F3& T3l U2 oTAE
7l %0l AYsts A& AA2HA wiAS7] W Foll(Klijn, 2005), Zo} U
Efae JgHe] A7A doh et o] 1XHLe ooz 23l YES
H(closed network)Z ¥t T},

1AL &3l 35S &858 FFTOo8AM, Ao FH Fge v Ful
ARGA DY Big22A), FREREA, AHE ol A FaRA 9} AH A
¢l PR BAE 7kt o] AQel &3te E5H FFE FAL A

e
1o
2
]
ol
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dte] B go3 2k NEA ARV FEE St el FAM FAER
AB71H AAREJIALATHAT7H), FANRLAUA D3 (H 718
7} PRFAZA FRoln, 854 FAFFoE AA, FAH SLddEAd 3
AR FASENAAL3], AFANAN L], =ARH AT, A
A, AAX=AIREANFEAN DS 5 ADEA} 2, EA, wFFAt

pEste] FAAFRAA 22, FoA FH TR AL EHAFF- Sl

ol
ofi
tlo
ol
4z
b
rr
i
rlut
ik
oift
L

s& 92 A4 339 NEE ¥5% )
2357 AZAATE T 48 dk
Aol AFUAE BAZ A ARG} FFL HEAZVAT} WS

A

20 gRo dodE BRG] BAH olHRANTY FAE FF UF
Hel AARAE o|2Fo2H Ao AP FH Wolol T By uR
3AFESTe A7 Besd W, ¥EAA 3AIFEL P4
Eajel ANS0] vdol FHE 4 Yk ololE MALEE, EE i I3

87 e AAAA D o] o|FAAAE W] WBe] PR WA

i ol
N
N
>
cht
o

Z o] AQ ke FTEOE AHY FE, B
Axst W E7] R AT oYL WxE F A 2T F Ho
At AAFTFEL B A AXNLZATY] HelEA 22| 3}EHSabatier &
Jenkins-Smith, 1993). AHFFEL FAFAFANA AAES HHH, A Ad
o wat AANAFE FAsty, N2 AFHL JsA&BAE KA B0
A8 wet AANAREL FFE 53 NS Fee AsdEFH A
(symbiotic interdependency)E X715 &M, T ThE A= /e 34
A48 1 ARAL e A5 A AA (competitive interdependency)E 7HA= A
o]CHFebger & Klok, 2001: 159). ]33 3z ojE & AAWA= AAYFTFTE
gR 22 7t s AU AFUAIA MEHAE F4T

A2Agel B4 g2 2ok 2x9e HEYIY HUAHY 17949
W) X5, PREA] FREAYL AP A #AE 7HAA B TFTE
Ttk o] UE AYFFTEL WAE FFEAF AN #AE A
1 QAU ol #AHe] e A PR UEHIZ Ao st} =
AAZZEo|} MEYFY EAoZ BE o, 1X9e] YEYAZ A=
Qe e VEYaZA, FJREA(ego)T THHLE AZAH e ZAE
< Z3ehe vEY IO

FEAES 2y o] AYo) e FFTEL U9 A AR Yo A
HE F ok AA, A4H FFo2 F5H FAFFEAN AEH HRE A

i

o N
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FHe P2 e ARV T30 9

° &
e el Azoa Ao BAEE Tou}, NAFF] e FEEo|Th

1Lt Aol thsted AG5Fo] R W], Az Ho] AUFA
AW FFE F AU thste] AU A Rohw, M2 17e) F
& JARA FT] AEA GRS Qo) 4o 1499 335
slel 2ol B F= Yok vhAtoR ANSET B NP BARS 2
F Re vBEY T35 Uk B8 FFY NREH L T/ 2y
dohe, 954 FFo0E #HY JheAo] WS & FRE0Y
HRFHAGAA o2 2490 58 AAE FFEe) AW BT A
okl FHAAE AL A97F Bk B So) AN X 9 £AZ A
YA ARE AEFEUNS I 9P P 24 FFo2 ok ofF

el BABEHY B FARAG. 2 FAH 3Fo2 PRE 4
e wehEele wAUe neithdel ohidch SAY F1 L ANEA 5
& Wz Bel olBY AdFEO] molAWA U3 Fad BEH FEoe
AT, 2R ¥ BAN Q1A 1T 8 FFOR RARY

2. HHLUAOIM =H(coordination)g E¢F M PR Y EY3I e

MESD Bl ) YEDD FU4E) BFL EH (coordination)hed A €
28 SIWA F21 % TEAGAY0] YIRS o T Aol uSaa
et ABIA A9 4B FYSEL Awre] PR YEAZ 4%

2 AN & e Aol

ol oll WEW PRAAIES ST FER, 423 vPYEE opd T
719 2Jate HolAE FEeld BAIRA, A ATl EAE BACIH
(Grunig, Grunig, & Dozier, 2002). ¢t PR UIEH I HA3l= AP FFE)
HA NENAE dyoz PREFS e 499 A3 Agdes Qe A
AFEEVS LT PRUFS B A9 G MEN Beldeo) got
7‘]‘:}. ol¥E Hulo B st AAFFEY 28 ¢ BYE FI P9I =

Z317] Aeide s AAFFES A S Fefsla, 25 T olEEAE £
Bake FAA) gol ERs0 4T PRUEAZ Do) A e F 7}

A2 rol 49 & ok

XY HERD &2 ZS52A 89 9

PR FAZHE FHOZ ol9} AHHoz Ad¥el e 25Tl B
Aot ookt Aol WEAZNNE PR FAZAY QM 225
7 ¥ed wrzy BeEty ¥ue A4} e o ey 4
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AZ zte 2450 M ZFEAY ASde 25 =25 £ & U=
ZAAe] G¥o] Fsth HAPRAAM vERE F Sl Z2TWA A= A

BzAgRzy, ARZAOMFAZFAPIAT AUEA 29, AT
25 A 7HA B ez rel B gl old 2SR 2] AT
23 P 2F 24T A3 9T 23 F HAE U] £ 5 lew,

%, ZAATL & & Y& ZAL ARz VY

+ 97
A, wE o Fol TR 2HAAAY WA 23FAA ol Uk R 2

2EAGE t) FAAEE Eo 250 23 FAUL Z, ne IFE,
zE 299958 Fod 250 FARY. 4 S APANLAL 25F
A7\Be FYRAZANNE, 220 FPRRE APAHN VAL 25 FA7)
#ozM YPB2PAVI} Ak

2 A7E AR FA AREAT VHVAE AW PR EN A
ofefe] 25 Yot BARNE BRI Q. FREYH WAzt TF

A% Wl FAHY A MEsRT A2 AT B2d AHHHIE
3 7o) TEARA DGYRATL FAAY GBS AUe W 2EH

o) ¥ 2 Hgithe A7E Qo Aoz FREA JATFA WA

29 Welg olBold BAM Axt BFRE Ao| Atolthae|d, 2007).
19 MELD Wl 2EE FAa] A5k FAR 25 T F 7R

{o

A, %Zﬂx}i 7‘“’43}*”— Z2AL 2% P F8H F4 o9 o
dtedob gtk &, FA A9 FHA Wl 2F BAAEC] FAFE B
745 3 98¢ & & e Aotk A4, FAA 2B F de 2FH2
GAAETE AFHQ BAE /AT bl 98-S e FA, 2EHEAE ¢

AARA L 27252 ol BA e BE BATFE N PR
A Hog 5 dojor gtk kst UEYI S 2HE A J(closeness
centrality)o] 7H¢ & Z#o] A A PR WESHA WY FR 71T 2&3
A BT F A7) AR, 2F FAE A% OF ARE 7P wE AT W
of zgstn, FYNENZ W AHFFTEY] A& /P BEFeR vofsd,
ol nEog ZFE FAY & 7] Wt I BATFTEY A2

&
°

Z

o ol r& i

2) 2K WES3 #e|: MAHUE]T 4oiMe SHA H&
ojsjAHEA}E0] F-7HHAoE AAHY Ue HA WIES A(global network)
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dlA By, ®e 72y ARsE AR sHAE SRR H2Ao

] =& 240 B4 PR WEYAY Tz} 98L& 4
T ATEHA, 2000). RA, FR-olde] FFol ENZ BT IS §A
He A%< But7h AHske UEAR FA2) X0 A& otk MEY=
Al TEH AR A2E ol Bfdle FAAE e $9AE 119 g
AL sh= T AAE AAe}7] BE FRE Fusied YoM A
*948 ZHckBur, 1992). F, Butd] FAAE OE BUITET FH5
] F(non-redundant) AFYA A FAE FA37] W&, o1& AYFTEE
Ut EE Y 5 doh S AR 859 F3bel X8l fE
°ﬂ HE BAgE AYAAE 7F5EHBurt, 1992). )2 Fx2A YRS 74
e ZAFFY de 29 29 dRelth

Burte] WEI FAzE HESIY S TE Px}Eo] st njetzoz
BE FRE BRE 5 e 929 doh @A Burtd] FAARE A4 ES
Aef ojfHth= SR AU AFHQ ool 23& B sldelnh 74l
SRolM dgHoee T8 A7 @ 5 dout, A vEYaB 29
dMe AEE EeHoz A& HET + e AT ¥ TR o
= HEHIZWY & ARE b FAAer o By Halw, $83% An
o 18X X YRS FEste] VIEY]R o] tE ZE FAxEA A%
SHA Autshs Zo] PREY S BHAM B Fa3dky] fioln)

5, PR A YRzHo| YESZ BAANE F & A& 1Y IN=
<AFTACl 7 2 dolth AR 9% F shie 99 2N (boundary
spannen)?) THE(ARWA, 2006) AHAFAZA GRE OGFdd FHIZTAA 15
°) B2 3= HEES @*lOﬂ Agsor gt FR jJr«l a&49 FHAA

yo =

*1&9

2 DI} ol AL B 5 Ak ol Bk SN PREAA
BRE 2PFAA 5L AAF e R0l o u}aas}c} HA WEYD B
ge] vz wlBe) ﬁ%@ ) Wl BRe W Bl BE WATEE
S Ao Belse AL MESHeIn, WA o] Aol gl
BE dedon we xgzu%%% Z AAFNA0l Bol AHY dgg

o] AFUAlA Belo] 2HS LFool )
Y T B AR 2 Yy nRdAE 22 Je )
EQA PFAAE AHsHs GOl 2R (Gladwell, 2000), 259 AEE E3l9
EHo 2 A=l e E%% BATFES AdF ARE HT 5 A

5) QAFTAAT TAFTAHAG T 8494 B8 =9E Ko, Lee & Park(2007)S 223}
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7] WEoltt

V.2 &

B =Fe B39 AR dAgEY] SddM AWEgit. 7AHo s
A7t A2 B, FAE, PRAFUACNE 2 MEYA o8] 71 HE
BAE detsied FHE FA ol nlgoz EFF FAFHe dA B

oz A PR VEYZ BFE AN

—1—'3} =] AAsh= %Bﬁ? gole AARAS tFe AFAEe] 33
#elolA AL 4 e EE AFde otk A 333 dlA 8
3 Hofz RztE1m e # 1 2 =93l7] Y3t PR, MIEHZ °]&, B
88 T3t AAFFES Fetstn ARG AGE A THAE Yw2EA
A AP E AYE 5 AT Wdl(framework)E A T3

23 PR MEHAE T3t S 22 49s SAE Rz 7gdEn
A, ARz 7P HFHo|n, F23F 359 &5 FFUE dgez
A B FH3) %H:} v F-4714 BN BgE o 871" Ee v

F

$54 TFEL EREE 244 RS 94 AP ARsstA A
Saos wABaE et A wa}ta, gt} HRe) Al BARAY} g
Az B9 350 858 FFo WA HY, B54 FFoaA 4%

5 AzE 25498 BEel 8 A% 4ol 1 HEold

$7, A2 PR MEQZ Belol AAHoZ o189 & Y& FAR U@
2R 2 £9T Sgch FAAE AR 242N E G983 IS
BAZFE0] UEH ANLES B BAE AFY & WA AEh Y=g=
A9e ggEnAst 859 B4 wet FRYOEA, 2 Ade] 4YE ¥
JATL F2H £4¢ FHOE wSHY,

AP B ATE Tt 2 BARES /AT Yok A, B =RAA A
A% A PR VEAT B3E o]2HY =98 F5o] THE 2¥oly] BF
43A7E F3el & Y9 A44 L 2Ye) Y] B AE e
7} Auelel & Aolth B3] & AFolA ANE 3UIF ARE ol

Z@eA BE Rol7) M, FAHA 54 FANME B AFAM A
$ FFALHE 202 Fgrincke FAY FALA 4o R3] A
Hate Aol MR Rolth. s 4ZATE Fako] FAHA 3
PR YIEHS Bl 71UE A oS Agsolsk @ Holuk

£4, PROIZS) WAL FAZRE e ATVAYelD FATFR

]
o
4
20
Al
?.
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A B SHA BgkS o, BAREE g8 ¥y deolx), ZAA
HEo digt Bk 2 = $ItHGrunig, 2006). Wk FHpRo JoAME A
@A A7t Dbt BAARES dig FFE v g HEE9 B
Aro] 7hssith webx HA| PREFOE U3 THEAE AAES AFFHO
2 333 Aol ofgoh

Al wA, 2o FHoZ wA(bargaining)©] Y A (negotiation) S AFREE
B4 PR VIEHZ BIAAMe 23 Afulgo] S45AY 237AQ) 33k
ASAY ATFoARTG o Bo] AQHNPeters, 1998). F3 F 2 PR T3V
A BYAAN HFHoR FAE A= (cultivating)dl 2HE w31 gk
(Grunig, 2006). ©]21§ o] W&ol AlGst BAZA MM 2 L7140 R}

spRgte 2 B Ao =93 FAPR HEYA T A dE =95
I Se Adze g FHo A 1 vyt F Ae® ydiEch 2y o
7 AEH o2 FAPRe] AU AA Yo Erit &S 7Aoo
& A77F ARsich wekd FFoe T Avda Al dREozA YA
PRO| thgt AFH ATV} Al&Holof & Holth
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A2 (2007, FINEND A7 /T AAET o]& E8 e 1
re =%, 46(1): 137-164.

At - BA. (2006). A&A) 7‘474124 Aol A8d F3E A v Ag] #
g A "REAE,, 41(3): 181-201.

AE. Q6. TFFREY 2 rgﬂ 4uE A% A FEYdFEAIS
ZAoz 3 A4 W AVE 3F S2EEHE
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Abstract

A Study of the Policy PR Network Model: An
Interdisciplinary Approach of Policy Science, Public
Relations, and Network Theory

Chisung Park + Sung—Jun Myung

This study examines public policy through an interdisciplinary approach using
three theories policy science, PR communication, and network theory. Theoretical
discussions of interrelations between the three theories result in the policy PR
network model which is a new approach to complex policy processes. The policy PR
network model is composed of three regions that are divided into two criteria. The
first criteria is network density or the degree of interdependency from the network
model and the second is the property of public policy from the public segmentation
model. This paper also proposes characteristics of the new model and its practical
implications in terms of network management strategies according to the specific
regions. Finally, this study ends with the limitations of the study and implications
for future studies.

[Key words: Policy PR network model, Public segmentation, Interdisciplinary
approach]



