HYHE=EM45H43)

Be) A)zA7e) WER 2 P AT
Aol gAE M= 24 FHO

Y
N
N
o
e
=

<H x>

I ME
1. OIEH HjA
n. 28 sz
V. EMo & Y ATY™E
V. HEYT 2M9 A
|

bl

B dTE AGoMFAHE AR $5e A9 2zt YEYIE B
Atazl sgon, ENA 49 F71E AAABRAY, 1A, XA
4, EoldE)S g5stax; e 239 A FEux srh E IF
€ ] Wz AR ER] 2270 MEY AR obve), M MESF, ¥t
FEMgE Z1Et VIEAZE FEs] duRgdt WEHI FEFEYHS
TR E-FS(snowball sampling) W4, UEHIZ FHO 2 U(scale of
measurement) oA B Ao 4 —E% T2 ¥(valued) Hlo]E o] 7]z3tH,
"ao] we} o) ¥ (binary) HolElR W H3) —Er of 283t B A= 7]
R0z AYgH WEHA FM 71xdta Jdom, AHH UESZ B4
SAE Bty 8 FARFA 9 45 “H7H7‘ZJ FAM JAHZRAME YT A
% 9Ee HYsdnt E d7E B9 23 vEYE W AYaEe x4
thtol AT 75_20517(]‘3}, AALR/ALE A W] ofsiME JFg wethe
A& wASG 28 n FEY WEAZY 7z JdAH ALSAE(bonding
social capital) &89 VAE YolMA, o]FH Aedug vELAY 723 u
B AL AHE(bridging social capital) -8 GAIE 9 HFlo] o]Foiz1 Y&
A& FelEach

(FA0): NGO, Wde)2A, MEHAA, Axdz, A, A3|AHE ]

* Uit FAFNEY 1 jkkim@snu.ackr)
* ula g AL (boj3@pitt.edu)
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[.A &

T.

B a7 A7 FAl= ZA 5 Aol AR, A AR ALEAMH A v G

FAsh= MEYZY P ojud EAE 7HE7 EA, vde =
| 98 gy, IR dAE FARASRE B FAY7
WA AT B AT g 249 YEAae 49 5F &
A#te] A (homophily)7t EEE], ohd E}E FHo 3= 2279 A
(heterophily)7} 2325 F83 §Eo2 HEF otk =4 A7AA o
& g2 vlgdel 240] ofd 54& Ad 2FAM wep daR AT &
ATE 2 @AE YEYI HiHE e Apdolgte S Folr izt
3FCHLin et al, 2001; Lin, 2001; Marsden & Hurlbert, 1988; Zald, 1970; Pfeffer &
Salancik, 1978).

VEYA B3 AL ALY PAs 7he] BAIZRE Y-S Fohfi 1
Ao] zh= golE Fohl=d UrHWasserman & Faust, 1994). 78 3192} 3
g, Bix, Aldol tigh B8 doAMA, At FA7L the FAH gk BAE F
8 FAsle TRt B TSt 29T F A e Aol MIEYA &4
E-A o]t} (Wellman, 1988; Benson, 1975).
oW =<k A9 %7 AFE H AL E(closed system framework)ol] =
gtE)o] o] o)A th. Selznick(1949)] A7t 2% #7e] FAE 77 A%}
A B2 ZAZE @A e dvt BlEa e E wWEsth AT
dolx 7 Ao Zgtm Qe WEYA JEY HE2 AANEYR
(policy network)@F= HE)Z o]Folx51 glon, ARG Eeid ol AAR
29 #AE FAMEYZE sofstn °]°ﬂ et £48 B3 AL olsfstd
e Al FUdME B dFEe] oFolAL 3 ‘;]'(70% 2002; 53|
, 09, 2002; AT 2007). :LBM 71E FAEA Y A7 %% Aol g4
2 HPupgel digh Atoln dUS uldA 2L UE
etk T3 VEYA Avdie] RS A8t Lﬂf:-ﬂi A
a4 AnEs Y3 AFe EM3= A7 (Considine & Lewis, 2003;
OToole & Meier, 1999; McGuire,2002), 3-F@e]ZHAA A3 BAE AHSA
B2Ae B3] tbE A (Bolland & Wilson, 1994; Provan & Milward, 1995;
&, ALF e, 1999, AFE, 2001 PFE7], oIS, 2006 BHAA,
2006)7F o} FARlolets WA vES ] g tis) FEeka ol
2 2AN HEYA A7E JAANZ dFE 3ol y] ofych

2 AqE 7€ 230 HE JE’_ Aeb vl w o 2 A 7HA
AEAL A AA, AL ushEY 23 JENA 23S AFE Al

o

=

(R ot EN m
ox

Hz
Sy

i
o

oy
ro
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olg WEH I WA AR ojgte AlFolA 2Hslart e AlRE 3
I itk EA, AGAEAYG s 24 F38S FIA ARAE2zF(A
dolFAE, FHEAH, 7EFEAAY), iR LBAME, BFA, AU
A, FE2ACIYT)LE T FF AGAEAE UAE AQUEYA dF
o o] F83 FE EL AAFE Aok AR, 71EY YEHR FA) 2
AR ZA (IEHE AFFeEN ZAL VENA 249 HHAS wolux
39k

E A7t B gte AtEle #3999 e AFoksAE TR 3
HHhE FA0Z & A7 YESZthD =53 EdiolA] Tizke] ApAel 7]

23] N 24 MEYAE FAF AN AolEAEE FHZS A
2 @1m Atk 58 BokT WY AGolBAHEL $U #3 27 7 UES
2 ¥ye

14e 2ol Ao ASEABRE NPE BAE 21 Uk ool ¢
B BEA, V19 F O 7Y 20 YEASS B 28 49L DE
S R R I L EC e P

Rl

3 ok B Aps) 3
2 gx, AH YELZ, Uz gEmlgdd J#En EAISE T HduR

24, B A7E Aoy w9z YED) YaAmasEE ol
24 99 RWEYNN BuA BTk olF A8 BEZAT WEAD (K13
o

Aulz B MgERA)E FEYL BE U8 489 245W WEYaE

Easl 492 olth £ A7 /RHoR YEAD FHE 7esht Aol
A EusAD, vigel sl AR, R ARA, BFHY TR Sk
A% Wy 5 Redozel A% WAR BAL FHHLA st =L

BFez @,

0. ol &d WA

1. UESIA X2 (network and resources) 28

1) @FdoRA AGolsAE el WatdE Frw zhe] fAC) sl HE3 AA 7 Fe
ok B Q7 AdelsAE (20039 AFoFEER )0l W BAe dtm YA,
1AL BEE FRwe] T3 9ok dustd A GelsAlEE e Uz
HHE FEREPo] 20033 U ofEEAolEtE AT WE W2 BYSA HEA
A3 zHoln, NAYoleHEAHOZRE FRe A2g AGAHEMS] FHY
3} viad o HFe FAL oA WM FRY %o T ke o=
4 Q7] w&olt}

the 12 of
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WESZ olge 44 & SAHL YEYD o]EL U AAET P 72
A o AAH AHA FHE T Uthe Folth (Wasserman & Faust, 1994).
ZAATFTAM VIEYR FIH 7Hd 2 d7e 2L #A 3 o2MY
Aot A fEoEA UEHIE At Azl el slew &
Bog UEYaE 23 Adudy A AYUdESEEEd ki Ao
(Emerson, 1962; Blau, 1964; Thompson, 1967; Levine & White, 1961; Litwak &
Hylton, 1961).

1) WEKI AHEA (network governance) 2t Xt 2te| £4

Amds fdogx 2 dHESA, FI UEYI  Ad(network
governance)Zt . EElE AEe FFFGH wTAG Adntel] 2 Y ASHA
AREER e AdelH, A4H< 2 HFAAHQ ol BE7HA]
T3tate ALHolnE LA EFHo M FA wWalg ofv|ghrkWilliamson,
1996). MIEY A Az /de v eSS T3 B = Ad
AHolg1 9o, el ule} o] “YIE T F2|(network organization)”, “H|E
9= Feje] %Z(networks forms of organization)”, “7]4%F YE. 9 A(interfirm
networks”,  “Z AU E ¢ F(organization networks)”, “FU3  HE3Hflexible
specializationy” 2] Th¥3 /g Aolw ol g 7 MIES= Ando|
g3t ZFzAe zpo)E HAFn e F-Eo|tHlones, Hesterly, and Borgatti,
1997).

AWz Azho] wad v d9airt x3E FH ARkl dis) FR7}
BEoZ olE APy Erbsd wEld AR oo FoAREde] ¥
S B3 ZAES 2 Sy gl AolM A A=y JEUNS T
a17] 98 Avda fFo s HESZ Audzd Fxo] Yehdt= A
tHConsidine and Lewis, 2003). ©]&3+ o]frollA] Audz wW2o] zlolo] we
ANEe AEHer BAFux ks AE7E olFolA ok (Considine &
Lewis, 2003; O'Toole & Meier, 1999; McGuire, 2002).

et o2l gk ks Jid Aot ESA Amdae] F3pel o o
& =ojox Bsla o]E g Ee] FEAHE Y e MELD A
dze] 48 utg (1) A mghel B4 Sl Yehe dAS 4z
#3872 5YH AAE B AYe] sFolgkes Motk (Powell, 1990;
Larson, 1992). £ AF9 s ENZ AWz £48 A9 udar

L

2) 24 dAFolMe EYZ HEYPe b9 A 7HA fEe.2 YHthHE7] - 0|0 E,
2006) AA, Amds §8oz2A 24 UEYT, S4, 2AL A REozA 27
WE, A, 220 B4 FEosA 22 YEYAY] FHEo] 2otk
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e ZuolN F88 AMEE Foiskm gk

2) ZHZL A REYLEMO WERKIY AYYEDH
& T gAY 2A A HH A E(closed system framework)ol] =
U Selznick(1949)9] @A77} 272 849 FAE gF7) AR
WA HlEL 2L BA digh A7t v2A gHes hegoh Al
& A (social actor) Alo]e] Ao FEETIE HoA YEYA AFE 1970
R 234 34 75 29se 583 E24 28 AFEN 85T
At} (Aldrich & Whetten, 1981; Evan, 1978; Paulson, 1985; Van de Ven, Emmett,
& Koenig, 1975).

AL BA A7E Z2YSE A7 7 A9 EE F(resource dependence)
Ao /AR dFHQ FYAZ 45ee soteled f83 B2
7P=th3) A2 EE(The resource dependence framework)e] 7-9- thokdh At
AA =27t AAATHEmerson, 1962; Blau, 1964; Thompson, 1967, Levine &
White, 1961; Litwak & Hylton, 1961), BZ&H o2 zlgeo|&go] A7 A7
(interorganizational treatment)® T43IA ® A Zald (1970)9] AT o]Fo|n,
Pfeffer®} Salancik (1978)9] A7 1 F§#o] 444 Az Uk

AAERH =oE 2AE0] A5y BFUAY A7l A&FHoZ fA)5
I A Aol AR, 2AE0] &4 EZAAMS Al s =i
b= Aol F53HCook, 1977). o1AQ ATE0] BE /¥ S B
A Eolg e 22T @9 HAH] B3I o)EHE AR
7% o] tHBenson, 1975; Boje & Whetten, 1981; Rogers, 1974).
ZAT ARz 24 ENIE FIT oM AQjerd Ha
< AYHoRE et ngEzA 5ol EYAS FFela, MEZ A25A49L
w@sl= @G Ayt 2ge o2 o2 HrlHEAY Levine and White(1961)
© 235 e A EoA AdE Az g53ke1n i #RS ZxIgg
= HolAM AdefEolE e AHS AXSIYTE & £ Uk o]F ke 8t
Agl s olzig 2 ko] AdwFe) B =y} Bk Hwsl Hon
ZAL [/A oS AHIe F23 JAEAM 1 284 RAHUY
(Thompson, 1967; Cook, 1977, Scharpf, 1978; Aldrich, 1976). 78 %2 9] 149
E WAE =Hgele A7 A FES B RRoZA YEYA Yoy

(%
i
2
9
it
2
jo

-

3) 23 A 7¥E BAse Bolv A AQEE (resource dependence), AFE| A=
F(social class), A=E(instiutional) FHE A 7k Bo]l Jou (Mizruchi &
Galaskiewicz, 1994) FA| 3t uje} o] B A e 5 WA 2FA)F 22 Alzto] 7)urs)

o]
AA



ZAo] wole Ay ol e Aol e dHE + ok A
< AdE5 Y SolM Bk e 2] FEoETHA A9
3 & AFHOE AmsA HY, o]d k¥ 4E 27
FE de AYY Fa4ds Folu AVFsAS sele ¥R o]Fo

WAe A5 24 3 d4g8AE duste $83

-

(H1] AZZQ BXE oEX ZERY

N T Xge 324

BE=jo| Azl HZste g o
RS 2 ofE 2 olEm

e PSS e 52 o R

XtZ: Sharph(1978), p3b5: €Z2((2000), p.14.

2. MERIRL RE D AIRIMH[A =X

Levine & White (1961)¥ AFSMquls 27 7ho] w@ses Aoz Fjold
Eo u3 AHuE A TFH APy ngow = 4
909, Boje & Whetten (1981)2 F&}o]dES]

3 Ao oMoz AFAulA 2o YEYA

o

4 g
Ew‘%g:
el
1o =
lo
Bl
o N
>,
NG
X
=Y
R
i
g
o 3
Bl o
ot
o >

geloldes o, 3, BHAY, JRade FH0E WP e Wk

of A7 WA FSAT FH Qoone AT ABAA 2 ES)

22 APsiEa ZeoldE o2, ANag, AAus, Yrade Yt ng

MENRE TASRAT oF HY AFE B BE AL 249 0

Age 2 FRAL, QA BAAY, FeoldE o) ) A2 TR
1

o] A2 & 9L ¢ & Utk
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(2] MIMH[AZXO UEYI WEAHHO| e MlHF

Levine & White, 1962

Boje & Whetten, 1981 22/0|UES oJ7|, Mu|Ao| @ HEE XF9| oH

Woodard & Dorian, 22l0|HES] 2|7, AMH|Ao| wE MHEo wE =X X
1981 2o} ag|g= mE

0|8, 1998 ZEZH ol X3, 220|HES 2

BHEaL. ZAF, 1999 Z2o|ES ojF, X1F, EXAE, HEn#H

£50[, 2000 Z2lo|oE 92| AlwmE AYwE ME

3. HEAIZMI 42582 7Y

HENRY BAE B3t F8d= A 244 (cohesion) BA, T+Z3|
A4 E-A(structural equivalence), “1&] 31 FAA(centrality) FA0] Jom, B
= gg/ﬂ_‘,} /\l/d HMoﬂ odx‘j,% _r:r_ﬂ ‘E"-‘i% ]EE}EX} ?-‘;}E]_

4448 Yehlle U] ARole= EZA(inclusiveness), 9727 = (degree)
o} WS(density) T°] Uk ©] F UEHZY o} AAE AoBe= dF9
Arot A4 AF7IZ o] Utk Ao dFe] Prw dvpy 2FE HE
ek Heg S dZ9 ASVIE d49 A8 SHste 8 W
T F9 shtelth. A& 3 T ThE dlEAQ Ndez Az AP Ao

r2 ol

fe)

Atk T ZHnode)s AAAIIEH AAk s Ha dAFE Hoj® ARA
= 7 Aol MR dAAH=H Ha F Y FX dAE Aol HeXE

A4 PHA &3, 2004b).

A& £ AAH H(relational approach)S YFE = Ao M (UE
g}, 2004a), BAA FZS VEHA WolM ARA Ja2es TR
Bz AHAQ A /55 Ak B HIoMe AR Alelel A
AAYL #A 7o 2FE 77 WE Ut shve) A4 FAdclique)ol &3}

2% Ao ofw #Al T d=x7t B4

F 4 (cenirality) & @ BAA7E AA WEAZAA FAel AKele AT
F£AsHE ALolth TN TFF PHOZ DY & ATk DA E(dogree)

A4, TH-(closeness) A1, th7l(betweenness) EAA Fo] tiEHo|tHEE

O{N FH
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d, 2002).

ARYE 440 54 WY} e P59 92 JEE BE Ao
2, @ Ho dEdoz Adsd dv WY Foz ZRdc 29y o o
24w A4S @ AN 4gHoz dasel de WY £8 FHoE 5
Gal7) Mol FEAe BAE TPAA et Hold 99 @A g}
T Qe AU FHAE B AAERE Adue YRS ehie, 2

A% %?*&*é% FA YR e 7N1ES AU H=E JERdohY
2 AF7t HEFE UE HER sPlo] fFE L dde A

E=3he, o] ¢ AHA| WEYZANAN FAAA AR d= e T &
Ak F 2Fo] MEYA 27 T4l 255 FE, ¥, 9FY, 21314
A9Qe] gk grep HIol gue AR sMse Ak JFedtHEwd,
2002). MESA W 7+ Htel AE 2AZR 3o F4H8E S8, 924
T Fa4¥e 9 AFHer ddE Huw opel vMESA o
dddE BE AEDY AE Aed #4488 SATE 5HS e o
714 1A QA FlA wiviehs FE ARAAM ddEEs B¥E R
=t} olgA AR AZAA Edhehs 2HTAEEE AHESHE § fo] ME
da AAe 92 Hy d248 AE 25 134 £ A "o ges 3
FAXG olgshd 3 Hol F2HE F4XA(global centrality) FAo] 753t
(Wasserman & Faust, 1994).

v FE AN HaAR el R shte] A oo IJES

4) JAFE FHAAE vhee Heg X ¥n (&, g WIEYZ W A A, do

PRI o 1 HEa W ddd dZA=E e,
d(n;)
d(n;) = JEIJ.] CD(n/) = -1
5) B de S/sAFAAY SolE AR flov, H3RE A4l dole ¥

Hy_-lgfa EgEo] AREEHIT Yok (FH, 2002).

6) 2UFAAL el oz BRI (B, d(n,», n)E WA isk | Atolel HuAe

(geodesic distance)7} ZH= 249le] £& uvEld). EE JPAEEZREH 2 Adds =
Z3 a3t T A4 FHshd ‘:_”ﬂ 4 ]‘é% th3E3}hA Hoi(Wasserman & Faust,
1994).

Celn) = [zfi;d(ni.nﬂ

7) AAERES o e AEE e § ok gy HUARE de F2E9

uebdct gt £ B9xt ivh T o 9iat Abole] e HE Apold] &)}
TE gk( ek FohE o8 Alelel ML niR wiAFAES Jehddy &
A THWasserman & Faust, 1994). ¥ g ole] 48 53] He vpo} Atk

fr <y
m{m

N
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St A AEE |ttt Wasserman & Faust, 1994). thA] Tal wf/lFAdd<
HENA WollA 3 Ho] Fddte wizfAl &L FAA A9 HxzAM F4
AL 243t Yot ol 71eul 319 AHactors in the middle) WA= FA

7] E(gatekeeping) 2AH AAA F v FEO|THFreeman, 1979).

. 334 =73

A% BEY 28 BN EAAY WZEAN FR7F HAI A
® S o, oz sl XA H Y ALA 2HFo) WES
12 FUshs A%e Ba A 4E Auls £2E AT & Ao
otk Wat% FRubo] 2000t Bo) AejolEAEE Mushe B3

% 5 e FINEY 9P U3 a9 2
}8 B9tk FFee 509 Folmt UNFLolt: oFnE sas ¢
3, AN MEDZLS} SR EAD WAE TRFEL

2 a8l o2t =
o4 Wzk 2AS0] &
2 B el ©
9 2 okEEAo) AREHT Aol EA
A7 B,

ARoFELAY A 1620] G2 AGlEAHD A8 o5 X3 - 2
%, ARG woloh 92 AF, REAsh A AA 5 o}5Y W §
B A%el FRAQ FEEAMNIAE ABE AU FFARAUAR], of
FRUBIANG, FFATAUAY, SAlobEREAY, TEALARAR,
3?_‘_

oAl ®r} A= 2003

2 A 2Ho7 §

“
o
~N
B3
o
4z
o
oft

% S AEE g3 2tEs) 20063 1€ 17
o #HA 370 FRge] By 3 A8 E E) dotHi o oF A

CB(n'i ) = E(ij (n; )/g]k

7

o2

8) AZA|Hols A TRY 4959 drEF Aol oJatd 2005 HAFAFolEA
B g3 44 A9 o] 4 4257 o) ch AT x| Aol E A E T2 0] 5],
2005).

O
[o)
2
ki)
I



84 « VH=F(H45H413)

Ao 1870, wjAla Aol 137e]th o]F 3R A HolEAlY 7k A&
ANE T3 FFHE AR e AYGelsAlEE 187] BTk EI F4
HIE YRy e 713 13 GG $dRe FHE BE AYuks
Z1¢o] 102, ST XUg v 7)) 38, G AFwE 7)Ho] 7R
o] ATk

get Aol Exdte xH] 71Ht MESA YA R Bt
FUANE FHOE 3 JuojHEZRY YES S, **“1£§}A}§1%Xl%é 55
Ao ¢ AFEFEAG TR 3, FFAGUAF 3, HEYF Y3
ol UTHIHE3)

[£3] BATXY NAOLSHE B@ UEYT A
R R R o

Serae 24 |09, cuttal 398, o 2vd, cAERdl
olciolule 2 WEYI|Z108), Felatt 7Y, Ais 37 P
CEZSEA105), oESTY, Pend, MEavE, A
SUBLIATE SU laag, T(a|5_| 3ou, ofens, 2z 358, el
|E-:J';J‘—'f'—1|_.,o—r-tgﬁ9_i§| Dc—l é %El’al —|)§ %AI- “n:sup |:
G237, faliia 37, 44‘3#%15{'-}37(}235717!4
FoUTMY, HFRIUE, BPE ojolgel Ba

o O

b

rl:
JH

SRR S 2|3

e CTAZRE EH3E). BT 35Y, NESTY, 55 39
FEE|sRueo|s u P2lEo| 2EY AR 2E l_g.
V. B4 E R aPPYE
1 Mo B
B QroliE AEARs} 249D S A0S A AR, B9

o, BEAY, 234749, SeoldEY pAE FEIT o Aol 2}
YA, ARAEGAY 5 . AL, FH/HEEALS =
3, Wt o}lEXE AulA9 By = $d8, BFAUE, 7 7
T 59 43 AdH AR, 7E &F %«] EAYE drigth ARAY
o, WHE olFAES AAF T2 #HY A, wE, Mulz B FEHR)

9 BATY AN DAY BAUNE B 34 WG DRI AT, BY
BFUs} ARG Aok B2 delye T A B AUEAA o
st ok AN, A& WA OFOAEE T AL 2 UASS ¥

b

Atk
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o #3 Ay, ¥ B 719 AL T FEd #¥d LS grFn.

(A81] 849 & - XoISHES X BA 2F

PE U o R
b - AleimApaE 7
i Al

L ox
j o=
b dEuEna Ll ol
: );\__i i sFwseals ng ‘9’&@* Ahsinnra
;'Hfr ; _H..*f'___ i N e
¢ - i ' M BRI S oHS HiEd \“"'-)
L E ) LA
3 “l;‘l]l' i 9'
= it
Al X i Al
i ..._u ........... oy S

B AgA 22 BE #He Ao A8x99 wE 2 e B 2

Ale] £A4E SsE sk st PYRTAMoITE E FFA Hol AeejEo]
2R &9tk
AGobeAlE et #3Ae] WA= FHG NGOS BAE HigtEe o84 &

< FABIL ok B dAFodAE AdeE By 4491011/‘1 A8l 22719

2 2kl Yigh & 279 4ES I AT FoY

= 2 13 BNG Aesiidoh (A7, 2006). 7]1E9] O]iﬂ

© 28 FFE-NGOS #AE wAH THAA %;1—26}1 UeH I ol 44

9 bl 43S P 5 e 1859 AYE BAs g7 wiein,
)

FERg wE EHY AT 4AHoT EAY] ol B AToN:
edogs BTAE APALE T & Ut BAGLL 2893 Qon, off

AA
ARAAGEA JAe) U BAS Aol TAHE s FaF A
; 4% + dx A 5Ye A9 =)

BRI 9lchio ghd gREAete) Avjd waweA 8 o NGO 53] Ao}
10) B¥9 B4 AU HA #3ls Fureln, FFFURAN AR Folg ez
3k 4490l ol xﬂ 3 AYL 4x T 03. lﬁﬂz} S Aok oAl g AR
o FAA/EHAAY HAL AxH A 1 4 AR A9 SHolN AT
3 Pyl AUtk AAZE FRe FAAH 2 2003 ols-EAY sG] Erjrt
HAUow, BALE B9 ojfold 878 ¥ }‘*ZAH Aol APAR A 2

o ASH Yolo) A3 ol FAHES WS Folekn & Aolth v Bre A
¢ ANe FPse AR BeldES AQ A4S W A TEgHLe
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FTAEE A% JE AdozE Ay HE A =
Mol X A o o}b5EA] Rofoll gig AEAA/AF/71&S EHZ o AR &
8 B2 5 Ao
[O82] XNGOISHES HSM Al0|o XA LSZH
L
< BARISEZ AR T
) ~ B s
o = &
K =
z L
Mtq@ =2 = 2 A
& =/ wes » )
= | 2 - ‘.“"_{; 5

AjolEAE s AN ZHRAR Aole] BAE i FHHE Rio] &
Ader e vgezgoRs 8 ABANAE BReE sl &
f slis Aol 7, 9T, LY WA gxAold AAE A
FEAEIES] A% Al FYRABL FHoE AYBFS Wolk A9

o= SAF.

[123] XHotSMEQ SR Aolo] At HE

s — -
< BRI
<gEEEmel g

ey -
& A
M._,,@ o/ SEere= Xt
- /
& B & IDE=mois > & 4
=) o = 3 g\cb//

2, %
Lo B ~ B, a2
£ — % & _

ofgfo] oA B AHolz e HAHA 2421 ZH A 710
Hlg) 1 qPRoh 2 B ofyg} &fHlE ol ojME QA HAY/EA ALY
AEApdo]l REG Ro 7 HWrtEd o] W YL FREA Lfsln Y B
HApAE nlge] 7)o AANFozM 1Y ALE A M Y(CSR: Corporate Social
Responsibility) S Tt 7181& Zta, AHobsAy To wgarltes 7139
AMAE A&she Yoz etk k8 2 ‘:}]7]?3 FAoR FAsaL
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Abstract

Organizational Networks in Local Communities:
Focusing on Inter-Organizational Networks among
Social Service Centers for Children

Jun—ki Kim - Bok—gyo Jeong

This study explores the traits of inter-organizational networks and organizational
behavior, with a case study of networks among social service centers for children in
Seoul. In particular, this study focuses on organizational incentives for exchanging
organizational resources (information resources, human resources, financial and
physical resources, clients) underpinning network formation and change. The
networks in this case encompass networks between private and government
organizations, networks between private companies and NGOs, as well as networks
among NGOs. This analysis utilizes UCINET 6.0 with the method of snowball
sampling, and the scale of measurement of value data. In addition, this study
combines in-depth interviews with civil officials in government organizations and
staff in NGOs. This research found that the exchange of resources might be influenced
by historical or social context, let alone by the type or amount of resources they own.
Furthermore, this paper captures the phenomenon of networks going beyond the
stage of resorting to bonding social capital based on homogeneous networks and
moving toward the stage of embracing bridging social capital characterized by

heterogeneous networks.

[Key words: NGO, Nonprofit Organizations, Network, Governance, Social Service

Centers for Children, Organizational resources, Social Capital}



