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I.A &

L IS

AR A RS gk 7]E AT AR Wl E(Narayan, 1997), A9 74 2
744237 (Knack and Keefer, 1997; Putnam, 1993), -8(Coleman and Hoffer,
1987; ©1 A, 2005;01%71, 2004), &) &8 B o) 33, 2005), W FF9 (4t
F9, 2003) 5 WAR AAA FE 1 23Ho] PFojH o)Fojx gtk e
U 23 e AR didt AT AREAES 2pbA o) Z(Dess and
Shaw, 2001), AtE|ZHE 2] 2 2} E(Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998), AF3| A} 21} =2
A1 F (Bolino, et al., 2002), Ar3]AE =AW HE, 2005)% BIH A
T A7 IPHAE Borh, B AFME= 7189 dFA FH AR A}
SjAo] 22T JFE v FAHE %ﬁ%iiﬂ gtk AR AR o] 224
ol FEFE WA E HAHAA AMH A st AL 2ZEYolth 1
2 Wil Ae] AERtR T 22 EY e J&ZHOH e AFEL Ao zolE
N oA D, e AT 5ES % o, ARS|AHEo] oj|A| 237 9
I g A B FAeA ] Uig AFE A FolE 4 QI
APBIAHR 2 ALB]o] A S Bol3tRE oM AlEe E88 Y F
HENA AZ, O8] f#HoE HoethPutnam, 1993). B2 AL3) A&
(Burt, 1992; Lin et al, 2001) AFAEE A7 uf 2 YEYAS Fa) A3
2H2-S ZA3i) o)k Wi E A X8-S (Paxton, 1999; Putnam, 1993, 2000)
AU e o 23e 2F3 QU FAELS AHujtte JEL s YE
A 22 AHE T3 ARBIAES %0 B =FoMe AR o g9
A BTE= HES T 238 5o B35z} ot

ARBIAHE- 0 2 o] UEL Ao el F 71x BFol EA4%TE AN #A
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nigket ol gt M2 W A (Bridging ties)oll 28] AZAET} Burte ©)A
AbE) A Rolet A3ty ek o] ©]&2 Granovetter(1973, 1983)2] <Fg &
(weak tie) ©|E# A7} Aol Granovetteroll 2)5td 2-& A of 7]'?:51’ il
(strong tie)BTES oF§t Aol ©] E&Holgh= AE Holm Qth IW &
42 Coleman(1988, 1990)2] H 2} W EQ A(Network Closure)o]&0]t} o] o]
of o3t ALEFE A FHH(Norms)e] ML FH HEYZ koA o]
017‘11:} Coleman-2 7}3t dZ(strong tie or cohesive tie)dtol|lA o] Zaleln
FREGL FAs T vk 28y Burts 23 AFe Bagk 23 3
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=Y F IEE = WELNL ¥ 283 7
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TEH AYer olElE 4 Atk olEd AZARL ALFAAILH EA)8LA
U BAle 7z 4o 243 Coleman(1988)% A AR 8 2B Ex
ol oW EXF AL 24T F US=E Fpr)el WiHolgn FAslT Q)
o} Colemans Putnam3} ZHo] A}3|zpEe A}Q el Al o] FQ=E 37F
A 84E FAsA ok ) AF, 2) VENZ, 283 3) ASF gelch
<E 1> ABAEE T W, g Z|EEQ] 847} vlE W EgFolgE
AE HoE

CH 1) AFBAtRO MR A

e =l e e - N
Bourdieu(1986) 0 0 x
mOEE e 0 x x
- Coleman{1990) 0 0 0
~ Foley & Edwards(1999) 0 X X
. Krishna(2003) = 0 0 0
Lin, Cook & Burt(2001) 0 x x
~ Paxton(1999) 0 0 0
 Puinam(1993, 2000) 0 0 0
-~ Uphoff(2000) 0 0 0
Woolcock(1998) 0 0 x(?) X

Z2]: ] 713](2004)

floll AR uiel Fo] ARZ|AEC] et AFolM EAH L g FQ
ojgroltt. UIF-E olx FHEL AR ZHAHA YEYA MIL 7&
Il ok 5WE) we *}ﬁliﬁ}%% Al Ed EAS JEE WEYA
= 529 FHAAR & F UKo YEYAE 4l
? 7] W&ol YEY =} 4 ﬂoﬂ FEFE vA
, A3 UE A} ot JEYT §& FEds Aol
< 28t (Putnam, 2000)D. olol WHs] o] ARSAE A= YEL T Ad B
e AlEe) SA 238 251 AohErE] % 9] 2003; viHEE, 20053, 2005b).
ol AR AR F[AG AFAME Yehlsd Be dFE0] Alg
Mde T8l AAES St Aokl 2, 2002; WHE, 2005, 2005b;
BEE E 2], 2003). o9t ThEAl BHEN(2003)2) A AEAR 7 FF0) 9o

1) ole]l gt =2)i= Krishna & Uphoff (1999), Stolle (2002), Bae (200514 %T & <= ¢l
=3



ABIRiER ZREQZIO| A0 28t M Burt?] PEXZM(Structural Holes) 0|28 SHCE - 5

DS AREEA ANAES FEARAMEYDD FE Ao
Fralo] 4wt vk AREuih ASARS et Lol FAsa 3o,

LB — H3asa | WE AEI= Y

2t5]%- 0/512(200 a‘:’*it - 0 0 x

B E(20050) 0 0 0

i =(20050) X 0 X
01&71(2004) X 0 0
AR %@%(29033 0 0 0
i SEPI(2003) 0 0 x
S4E20022) X 0 0
TAE2002b) - X 0 x
L2HH-01Z 2(2002) X 0 X
STR(2001) X 0 X

B3| = 221 8H2000) 0 0 0
OIZD|- $Z2H2005) 0 0 X
2H=(2004) 0 0 0

2. ABIRI222 M2 YEND 2Ho| et 271K HIYHY

HELAE HIsh= PHds 277 ok WEY A, ASFAELEC] 4
SRS AR e YA Aol A=A PR dehd
7RQ1e} AFS A AY A FE Putnam(1993, 2000)2 ARSIAHRE &3
AF8] AP (bonding social capital)® W HZA A3 A-E(bridging social capltal)ﬁi -
Bl 9tk Burt(2001)= ARB| AR O 249 F2A s AU EHIZE &
3t ok A= 743 AZ(Strong ties) WEHZC|THBurt, 1997, Podolny &
Baron, 1997). Granovetter(1973)ell 9J3}&, 73 A4 AR, 442 A=, ¥4
A, A3 Al 2ol ol AA-E T Mardson & Campbell(1984)2 743 A2 74
A& 7e, e A oA D (multiplexity), A2 5] AP Aoz A
ol Ak < o)y A d9F2 F HH WESAE JE &
Krackhardt= ©]#igh #H2) WEHAE ~ADH AZ(Simmelian ties)ohal W s}
3t} ojEg HEYAE AFE FAAN T FHE Aslete d4EE I
(Coleman, 1990; Krackhardt, 1992; 1996). & Coleman(1990)2 HHAUEHZ
(Network closure)”} AR ARRe] EAZA g Aoly FHE sty A=E 3
N7l Bazdoletn Awsty vk dfubstd, ARSAE o 2 A 9] HHUE
Aae AE A BAle] ARl HRe) olF FEVF B Al Af(Sanctions)E &
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olgtA] oM AHFERE dtodg WEYA oA AFALE AA A= A
e F AEE #iF7] diolrh HM WEIZA Y AR A3 A3
AH(Bonding social capital)o]il T2 FHe WA A3 2-E(Bridging social
Capital)o]t}.

Sitkin, Burt & Camerer(1998):= AFHE Alolol]l A8 AA17} AnG-E A
Hola gzololo] He mEE u Wol 3hA "tk #3383 vk Krackhardt
(1992)= 43 A2 AP Aol olFdte T2/ oy FASHom,
Podolny & Baron(1997)2 73t AL Ao 2 AMS)A A4 g HEo|
ek Zidieh 22 v AAA Y] F5e 527 "dvka #4383 o o]
Aofm WEL] T gk B M3 AFEo] A% A $HEY e 949
B 2He Wil itk HEAIE ASA g3y o Addo) Ay B
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Al S Uzzi, 1996, 1997).

EA= o3t DA (Weak Tie) WIE Fo|tk HEYAE AR o)|5EZ7} 5
th dFol Hag AE F2 NS 4ol #He AR T T2 nigaA
HES| Ao ofsf AGEAZT) But #H WENIE G AFEY FEL

b

0 4+ g dAdgoz Foldtl Granovetter(1973, 1974)% Boston®] Zol| A=
FREM HEAE EHA oAE9A A dla e A g HRE
=R BT SHAE F 60%H =T AlEoly Z|EF HPo] #3E Far
% AR e FEArIRG vFAY i F 7Y 2B 9

S AL wAsH 99k Granovetter% o] AF-& F3hA,
HolM T2 A2E Fal AstE ARG ok ARL T HYGsE Aol

1 Qurzoletn Mustn Atk oks ARE Fol AYT W 5 ofw cidol
PP o o wogolet 45w Ak
oFg el e WEUAE AASHE A JUAS R

o md ok AR
A= AMAET AR

g
m
o
14
T

WY 5 ARAFE mFATL @k
WgEs A8 Tzelth WESALE B
AR 3 oA AAER A z2) 0 Aele] Hteh WAHsA Ad
of 9l Hus} AUFo] o Ioh obg ARGl AE 4E ABolA AR
Hie AgE GE AR 4R 9 Aol ARHT 2 grel A0 ol

ol
mlo

e
ftio

it lo&

o
&
o
£
4_Hl 4



ARBIRHE D ZEIE01710| BhAlol 268 91 Burt® ZEXEM(Structural Holes) 0128 FACZ « 7

R B ARE WY 4 YTk P AW WESD AolB dsE 3
A%g s Wk

Burt(2001)+= ©l#fg kg
3 Aok <I" 1>9a)s FRAYTY
EYAdA AR AAFA gk 9l
CHBurt, 1992).

%‘5 (Structural holes)o. = FE
2 oot FzAgHo|g Y
52 ogam% = gxgn gelg 4 2

<3 1y FZxH 2y HY WERKAZ

(D »
() >

BO & C BO) B C

(a) ZHerE! AMXpIEA (=X Z ) (b) B3l APKF2EA|(H 2 d E 2 3)
(Open Triad) (Closed Triad)

TERAFHAAE AU ELAdA FHEE AR
WWP(Bun 2001). ojm} £ 7o RE oF AAL TxAHTUS A48
& A(Bridging ties)©] ofHA|FF B L
au&w&a Az Aziet 2 FHl olM WL TaAANAT, ok
o A dge M= e NER 78S
I ooFek o] hekRh wlae thEel <3 2>9F gt

ol
[-'O
ihs
flo
10
e
2
i
o
e
=
2
It A [

yn}
é
of
= %
N
rir
3
o
fjo
o
ar
oy
%
R

7 g 2 o ot i
z selg O8s N2 2D U8
HERE-S -
s (HHE WEKD) (2R HEY3)
HESIS] Ha} Atz 27| HEg 3o &=

23] : Burt(1992), Granovetter(1973). Coleman(1990)o 4 A&}

Burt= Granovetter(1973)2]  <Fgt  oHo|22  ZAAZTE  Burt(1992)+=
Granovetter®] 2F3t Aol A YEY A Aolr e HAo} st o3k



(Hl44AH3%)

0%
0.’.1
OH-

e WESD B4 Aol BRsach $4 e 4AH S8 de

L o] o Ad(between centralityy 7Hdell ol At Alo] YL Ftol
0 g Folys MdS 2= Aojuh AlelFdA Adl A ArEe oAt
AEF RN Ko 58S FASIE AT IS8t 2003). Burte] T

1 Agm-e 228E e YEAE a3 JRE 458 +
o 1l ulEA e AE o2 ¢ A Hrh F IFol ArgAloldlM FF2A
7 = AEAY FATE F Ae YA

of 9l7] Wl Hlmglol YA Ak TEA FHE G AN Fe YAFAL
!

6‘
T ol9E3} o Bl &l Auvbel wet A H MmesE AP
Burte] 722 FMol @ s T ARET gol Adsel YT FAe
OE Agss dZd ARslEs dzsel dX $eR® 1 AU HhE

4 AT+ Podolny & Baron (1997)°f <f3l 1t
EPAUE Podolny & Baron(1997)8 %2lel gt Fxdgwe) avkes wka of
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25 o] ojn] AYPHUE v 2F HE A} 71

A= Ao Fuksith OReilly & Chatman(1986)°l &j3tH, =&
27995 &X—‘er AANAFE AElA ALolgta FAEH ol

< FAA 3 WAsEE 7] o2 AdE Zlzdd oE
1295 Tt el 848 /AT ok RAEYE
22259} ejd 2AEQER vhro] 4 JItHMowday, Porter,
& Steers, 1982; Reichers, 1985). Allen & Meyer(1990)-12] 3L Meyer & Allen(1991,
1997)9] =¥ o8y, 27 BYL HMA EQ)(Affective commitment), 22
£9)(Continuous commitment), 782 E)(Normative commitment) .2 &73t1L
Ark AAA B x4 FAdol 2 Wt Aoz fHE THAH,
zx3te] AL 7t T 22 Fodhs AL ofndth ALH UL =4

v A
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J
o X flr me B
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BT W
L
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n

rir
)
o3

o o} 7415;—51_?; Fojste AL AU EC] dASHE Hl&F W A8
ZA oo TEo Fojdh= Zoitk FHA B AT A ol
F 3 24 %“3%01 z221& 8 7AA Hie Adg ouigith o2 23 E
Y=o i okl 84 Vhed FEAQ BAELS UsH 2 ) £
Aol Bxu} /XES $88E ZAolx, 2) 22 FTAYUE Aol HHAE F
Z&ha, 3) 226 718t Aolth Ko, Price & Mueller(1997)2] Aol 93}
Meyer & Allen®] EHol &3 A77t A9 BF AT AFE FALE o] Fo

A7l olee) ¢ Jiﬁk—é Dol 2w s Ageld AMA BUAR 7
‘ 1 o192 A1 Aok,

=
U= @%30 = 7H°H =4, Zz’—‘l‘ﬂ& &, =
1

27 o g, B84 BH0 U
2 2%e] teld ATAL UTA BFI} BAS AT Yok 2XEY
=7 APl 2 e JPIE siols 2B 2 st 4O
SEO
(<]

A odakg v)x]7] wjEolthMowday, Porter & Steers, 1982). ¥t o}
2}, 2AEQEE 24 FAYE] 23S duAY HAES EEE Tt 3
CHAllen & M eyer 1996; Tett & Meyer, 1993).

ARNZE= 7)elo) ARale) AR s 7HAE A £ FAA HEE
«lﬂ]ﬁ&E}(Robbms, 2000). ThA ZEHE, AlQle] Apale) ABE Folate AL
Aol 4 Aok ARHER JHgo] T8I ol T A THSpector, 1997).
) Q17FACl BHA AFREL Aol FTAS L s e EAZ olewd
A3ty ARNEEE Aale] dvpt & o W ]—g— el =tk 2) FEF

3 O

2 ol A, AFNERE 27 FALSNA = A Y3A st B

rie
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ke oA 7|&e ¥l shd, o3 AR UEEE ZAEYURS} ¥
ABAAS Holx I (Mathieu & Zajac, 1990) R+ BA7F UTHBlau and

Boal 1987, A3 2 A3 zAREIIe] ATVEE Aol BHHY
= gt

t}, o] A7 AuHoR FRIH FAAESY UEEVL WY FAAE

o w20E A& RAFIT c1ugston(2000)% AputEy 2AEUSET}L Ao
Ag HolAgt 23]y FHEUFHo] ZAEYEY HAHPQad Zolgt= FoE
XA ATk TestaQ0OD)E HAFUFEE 2HEYES AAa%le] dopal 5
Ast3 9l olo] whe] Bhuian & Menguc(2002)= AHA1A E o] 2799

Act. o] A
Ay z7o)l Aty FAsa Utk AAH Edo] AFNEH 2ATAHL
17 AEs YT 2HEFY 9EE st Yok
ARE = 2o 2Aag Ao FYASHE st WH ezt A
o] EltkBlau, 1985; Kanungo, 1982). Kanungo®] ¥7E& 7|Z2E Blae AFE9
S 947 £ BHEE BAshed AT AeEos FUA sk WA 4

g AT A AAA T AspdE Wity Wl ARE Yt
(Blau, 1985). AV EUEE £33 T APS vrddch 74 Eel wed B

G2 ARETLE HolXthil FA3HHCohen, 2000). ¥ A3 Aol st
o ZALZTo ARuEL= oko] AUAAE Ho]n riBaba & Jamal,
1991; Beehr, Walsh & Taber, 1976). ZF-E{5w 2o kg, z2d Wit
=X, #Az4 Fo| FFS wXaL UTHBrown, 1996). HAHAAE AF=dEY

AgaciozA Aeld
2 4 Eo] Z_g_fg_} ng‘sohﬁ_ l:r]7‘<]

& © Ae Y 7& }‘ﬁﬁ} :LEM ]
T A= ARurErel ARET e ZAHAA AT AHEA FpAN
7 AEE Sl ARuET e FARKAR AT F e HFEES AME
k= Holld 997t ok & 4 vk
B ol <718 2>9 e WA 7123ty k. AEd J|EY dF
= UEYI Yo AFARAR, FREFH) o] A AHEE wUG= B
Ao EUE =98 Pstm Uk (F3E 9] 2003). AF AR LS A4

ol thet A7 Wol WA= FAT }ﬂz}iol oy gAl =AYl B
2 FAEAC dF A7 A Hohg £ gl AAESR 2
Aol 3t P54 L?<}(B1ack Box)& e}w}ia gt B dTE AR
ARG 9 A 719 =& ARSI k. S, Aol 229 4
7 Fe AL molu HAUSAE AFTE, ARed, 2HEUR &

w7 EATE BolEe Alkolth

%2

s



ARIRE2E ZREQZIO Zoil0ll &5t A7 Burt®] XS (Structural Holes) 0|EE F4l22 » 11

=]

A8 2> MR 2H2Y, 18D T

HANE A AFF vk} 2ol 9 <2 229 2 BAClA HES A
AR 2ARFE T 2ABYC BE ATE A FHop B
TR, i B(2005b) S ABIAR O A Azt 2A B BAE FYolThs
dEE Foted dwsia Uk el o)382002) ARE A 2 Ao Al
Zob BYsete] BAE BAsta Aok I8ER o] =8o| JIAE 2ef7} A
AR 2AVEE 2ABQCote| BAE FHFO RN 22| M} 4
WF7 N FAH o2 B =

Ir s Ju

\=]

1 . I
o] FEAg 58 AFUSHd &S £ 4 vk o3 =9 &= Salancik and
Pfeffer(1978)2]  AF%] A3 343 (Social Information Processing) ©] 2ol 2|s) |3k
@t} Salancik and Pfeffer(1978)ell 2]at9, 7i1e] dolvd o= nlg] AAH

of AAG B Fula Mue] o8 FEE WrNTH= AR FHEH= A9 A
AR = As)H @7 ola] YL WA Bk olA AHH AR F A
7 7hele) HEYI0) SaiAs AR FEAT. AH YEYD 4L A4
PRET 4R B9 YFS T 4 Utk UENIE B ARH Aol R
Bl o7l Yrs} ARl b4 FRF GG v1W W ok, 2 Pol @

¥

) AR 29EdEste] PAS BEE =2 A FobR & ¢tk Wason &
Papamarcos (2002)%) =80l AHARY ZABE}) BAS =5 Yort Al8)
AR Nz RolsiuA AHe 2HEdwste] BAE =57 Atk Rowley et al

(20008 Z AA7 WEAAY Dx(densi)? Ao dAote #AE dw@sia

Atk 919 F =Ete) WAL Bunel FEHINE ol shel 2o] Aoy
0@ AAEel U2 A FEATWe| 27 FYEE ¥Y 4 Aths RATE Aol
o
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A8 A& (Social cues)7t Z2EHSE 2H-8-cKBlau and Katerberg, 1982). Crick
and Dodge (1994)x= A+3]7 B3 (Social Information Processing)S 3 A& =
olsfiaty sjMaix ZEE HE3 § T g Med) FFEA He FHO
= Aweta ot A ARSI A}E(Bridging social capital)Q] T2 LS vhof
& OF AEEHRY] AEALH ARFHE JPesl FogM R4 ¥

559 44 WHE A AED ALY e EYIE AR HE
g T HEEHE Bl AF 2 Ao A AH(Trusy) F& FF9 74
(Norm)& BASHA =1 0|2 &l 25 ol FHHA AXNE 7s3tA &
o &2 A A (Bridging social capital)?] TrRHFWe 2| Ro] wlE gl )
7o =l FARARY dFe v Aoltk. ofF AAY WNEE AT A9
HEHAE A=A 22U Fadh B, A Fol 42T ¢ %9—

mii&

o=

2 AFnSee AREQert A2 Aoz v "Hokdy /M1 v
FRAEUe] 23 2P Aol Tlde] AgHolAL. Fot
|EA AR A 7P Bo] AHgshe d 5 shiEs A8 93y
gl At AAES Atk e 2003). FHAL AAAQQEC] 2AYAe
MR el BAR T R olElE & Sk o|#d FYAoE dAAA
= TY4(Degree centrality), A% SUY4(Closeness centrality), Ato] F4A4
(Betweenness centrality)o] Ath AT FYAHL 7AEHA F Agleo] o E AL
HEH AHHLE BAE IX E T2 A4EN dEAE 2P & HE
12 &5 Y4 (In-centrality) o) &} 1§

M T o MFE ks ke A4 98 S99 (Out-centrality)ol et B
5 3 & Ao s A

z}oz LhrolFofol fO (85, 2003). AERE TS A2 FIFEst
7heEl Sl HAsHE A9AbEe] A WEY A ZH RN PO
= AT F A FEZH BAE 5 B HAEY FF5 L EAGE
At AH FYA2 Freeman(1979)0] WAL Abelo] A1HAE YeRlE 7d
oA Z1zs) MLHAAT AEAZS Fol 7HF Fe Ho] AH FUAol &L

O_u

L&rlo

i) r1r

Ato]l FAAEL 2 HAAE AbolodlA F1he] TElE Folrs AE & Y
A2 ste AEE sk Motk Ato] YL

%E%Zﬂ«] AEE FAshH= 7ldolti(Borgatti, Everett & Freeman, 1996). Abo]
o zd g Aelol] o) Fdte HAEE FAStE X

Ak olefd YAEo] FERAHFZME AdsF ALY B v FEZ AES
ZFAIAL Utk Aol FAH wlstAl FRHIZNE SAHshE Adol AYA

3) (,=%2,,2)/552



ABIRpE ZERIEQIZI0| IO St 7% Burt?| TREEM(Structural Holes) 0I1B2 SAC2 - 13

(Constraints)o)2H= 7R olThBur, 1992). Aok Zrisiate) Alobde Lieha
T, 5, 8 BARE BRle] oJa) Aokttt ojn) Bl Apalel ES
2 el A ERRle] ThE EIIES AR HAE AR Sa) Alepwich Aok

& 198 0719 g ZEth G Alekdeld $RE Wlel oA o
g st & FEAFTRS vSE e LErdT

olite] WMAETIel WAL Theel <19 39 2ol UEE & AT 7} s

oy
5
o
1
-+
B
2
[T
i

2 ArelA 243 7HEES Ak ofdist rh

M1 ABRE (M3 0| 2248 XE S0l =oH Zo|ch,

742, ARRIR(FEHFY) 0| 28485 ZFoiE0| =0l Zolct

743, R EQ, HR0E2 =30l ™Al Y2 ojE Zocie

4) Cij = [ Pij + = Piq Pqj |

5) ARARE-S vEhlle 7FE23F 3We Ados SAPELS, 2003). A AR
e 7ifi | %4 (Constraints)o] Stk A& o)n|3ic,

6) WEE, AREY 5 ARs) PAD W5So] RAWRE) APBRE(TRE )Y
27 B3lolehe W4 Alolg wiisL 28-S Blstel & Flolth

—
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V. ZAAA

1. ATy

B oATE AN AR FEAPAYFAGN OIS FA 24
A Aol F ARE O FURAT A Ade oY 4
£ A90E Te] 47900 B ATME BREAY A9EH F 49e

AAE vzsla Bavl 718t $A5 24 ol AEs @ 4RE @
Aol Wz glo] AAHT Yom 2YTHY EHY AREY BRI
18 B AT AL o o4 2

e ETE E wo] EAY AU s B
% o5 F40E 1ol YR A FEAEA| ofel A B o

7) AFe FABE 19649 AR AT REANETEANE LT /A L 2
Aol 200513 FA Mao) A2dh ER2AFA FF] BF 317, ZJr 1670 A&
of AR 194 25 6% AREAE 7L 3t

8) ATHERN FAS 2] 54E dHET, oet 2] ANl Fia vRvAR
FAZE IMF Al71E AuRA A3z %01 TaE o] F 2005 dAAA 2 A
WEol glrt ol Qs x4 HAdsdAe 2o B2 ?j“%h’] U 3
A Aol A% Ha 3= 3”*’]4 ﬂ?i AR w23 Wy vEHIE 2
#HEd, g7ulE Fele A3 7led 54 17 1‘§T4 842 7=
A #aAe 5o yrhiar E} 15'3711 Ao e 4Rrt AEshEel oet
ARH AL v § 2t Ha 583 Ho SS AT ol T S4L A
Rz AR dHAEY 167] Azl 24z HAF AR g P AR
ol os] #gET Qlo} ol el PRUIEHAE ?—i 2Rz AR
A ANk olEld 2ATAHL AP FUF
of A& et o] FA 2HFAYLL T
lem ok Ael FEglol FAHAR ] FA ‘% Z:"‘Zﬂ?i]Oﬂ g Bt °l
eRta )leh 53] a3 FAER], ALY 59 "M Hu A7 2kd

Aol A2 AE veks ek

ox I

ro



ABIRHR R ZEEQ7I0| AAIN Ak A% Burte] M ZH(Structural Holes) 0IB8 BAOR « 15

2. A7 Y
1) 5% 9 8=
B oATel A8 HEe ASMED ¥4 9T UEs 2HAnEYR
U ARRE A72Q) AL 9 HROR I v Y AT
W SLE $5 AHREE AR WEHNZ B

A o) ok ARl UESY
A AAe BAE e R AF8h= HoltiLaumann, Marsden & Prensky,
1983). ol&ig W] EAL For Ax UEYIE 7|&dtn HA HEHA
sholl A ARl 21 X(Position) & FHetdt Zolth 24 WS Aot FAA
E 9 H(Egocentric networks) 241 o] A& NE-SEA T EXstE MEHAE
AuE 2o thBurt, 1984; Marsden, 1990). Ao} Z44 WEY I+ MNE FHEA
o 4'H 13011 AAE 7€t B AFAE Aol A HESHAE

%‘—1 EH*&OI % *1115191 TFHY @A Fx3td HEANE T FALY
EQAR A 20 UELAE, AL ovle] YEHaR 424

Ao}k AA AT UEAE 24 BT 4 7L AT 344 ol
T UEY I aldste e FAEE A3 5 olWE dESHET e
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cg Z}*é's}l%% SHATH

ZAYeo] B HES BF PHAAE 20D Wxdo) 23 HEL
7122 3EH ol B¥EL 2F 63@4?1-‘?—7} AREAE A w Aed
BETPOR 2 Aol A F8 FREA zde] ALgEJoH o] wf Al
Hrot et =rt 74" vt AM 2 g7 AHgE HE 548 HEs of
B <E 4>9} 2O,

:;’ﬁwgg g"ﬂ mj"}

9 oA BE nis} o] ARESle] Y 17) Bae) A Er} WojH A
A A olole HES 99 202 A7 Agsact AR Aol By A
B QQRNE Bdlel M4 Z2300LT 1 E4L AWBR <¥ 4153}
2t

CH 4-1> A0 M8 B E42 §d

T e Eigen Value kMO Cumulative %
A Z¢ 1 2.541 733 50.82
e 2¢ 1 4,337 .793 54.21
A2 o= 1 5.016 706 35.82

E ZAFJLHI0 KMO 4
= ARYE & Stk

10) AHBAAY 2 F8] Comnunalities ghe AA8h4] F=ch



AgIRHT} ZXIE1710] izfloll gt 17 Burte] TEHZU(Structural Holes) O1ES S4C=E - 17

B ol AHEE AR S ARHOR gAsA RoldE HWolrt vt
B 4 ok B8 AR olaee Asel YYAMES FAY A 87
gol Erim Boeld HEe WE F ABHoE

o

o} Azt BAo &S AAE dusigon HEWETH LAl tiF FEE
gho} 9 01A]o) o8 AE FHagsH 1 Y3

Azol BEMo| AMgE SZFE NetMiner 2.5 Express®A] Centrality(Degree,
Betweeness), Structural Hole 5 WES 2L Vectordhs A& oM ZH2e] HE
olag Aztgsied AHEstETh oA AEl® 3 SPSS 1208 ©] &3t 7]
57, ABBARN 52 AN SEM 280 4HE2 AMOS 48 ©]83}
At} B =FoA HEo Z7)|(Sample size)7t 83 AA @] dhFoll, B
vle] MYPFELYAALS AHgsted vt sty B AEF2gAs el dF
¢l A Z8-A(Path analysis)& AH&3FATH

V. A3E4

B e o2 nyS BN ), s7ix e WEYAY F2AIH
reslgoh MEYarE FAEE adde o8 /X7 248 5 Utk
oA AREE JRSIZE VI EY A(Interpersonal networks)} 57FA] Fel= 1) A
Mz WENH, 2) AFARA YESLZ, 3) 4FFH7F HEHNT 4) A=
HEY A 5) ARAYZ YEYFo|th o3 sytAe] Izt WESA T/
A}8l A W E 9 A(Social Networks)e] FFEoith AH WESIZ Y 71&d)
T2 AZET e BAEC o IR MUH BAE VEH IV SR A
AH YEY I AHES, A 197, AR Hrh AR 2, J8n
A AA 2o 5742 Fee] ALEE WES Z7E EATHD (Cohen et al,, 1985).
IR A HE oo AR EHe EdE 1) AEF 2, 2) A
2 ZA 283 3) A 7o Y EYATS HFEMA AMEIUIE AR
sttt tee 188 44 YEYAE Yvtolu(NetMinennE &3 HeRA
Aojck,

FI

py
oo Me r o

11) Cohen et al. (1985)8] A7+ Az MEHIZE ALEA x| EHAR HFsL
itk olgdh AR ESaE =74 YEYAY $PUESNAR EFeIE doh
(Ibarra & Anrews, 1993; Walker, et al., 1994).
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18 » & @M EFE HERZ

I . @
- ¢ ® :
e * 'Q = .‘, . @ .‘ H : e ﬁ,
)»——-5 }-V id » \ ] »
[ X @ :f “:’ Q [ # ® o'%‘“ ‘qé N . [ ] ® ; ‘.*.
¥ L " ’ ¢ ¢ - o \j'\:‘;&. R
P @%’3.. | 0%1 je o, o7 .o AW,
AR R R A
," . . o ° . A0
& < @
<HMEH zo HEYI> <AbB| A XX WE 3> <A EHEH HEL 3>

| e | zn2e [ 520 [ sHNt | sHN2 [ sH-N3 | sH-Na [ sHNG
| 0.468°*
= (0.002)
i .| 0.4207** | 0.524**
(0.006) | (0.000)
== = 0274 | -0.161 |-0.338"
SHNTH (0082) | 0318 | 0030 |
{-0.324**] 0319 | -0.245 | 0.242
| 0.039) | (0.042) | (0.123) | (0.128)
| 0169 | -0.074 | 0.019 | 0255 | -0.078

(0.292) | (0.646) | (0.906) | (0.107) | (0.628)
0025 | -0.027 | 0014 | 0217 | 0058 | 0234
(0.876) | (0.868) | (0.930) | (0.173) | (0.718) | (0.141)

Lne | 70.385" | -0.125 | -0.266* | 0.412*** [ 0.012 | -0.186 | 0.442
~ | (0.013) | (0.435) | (0.093) [ (0.007) | (0.938) [ (0.243) | (0.004)

1

1

kokk p<001’ ok p<005’ * p<01
SH-NI : A8 2 VEHZY 727 3
SH-N2 : AFs]H )2 UEY A 723
SH-N3 : 473 H7F W ES =2 724

ok off ol
£ R R



AB|Rj2a ZXEQI710] A0 HBt A Bun| wXXEHM(Structural Holes) 0182 SHC2 - 19

SHN4 : AMERQl =& HEAS] 724 F
SH-N5 : AFZ) 29z ez 723 29

E Atk B ATl E 2, GFI, RMSEAS S HAEAZFS A83
OW ‘:} 3} 7ol BASATHY), <F 6>2 HEH 2AY 2F, ABIAA|R], A
2 27k ?i FHE FACE A= A MY ¥ HAYJEE UE

H Zlo)th Al Y 2 ARert 52 2¥YE dSsha Atk

o
x2

(E 6 M 2HO Btz
| ZE=Ze YEHFO] | ABIEXA UERTS | ANAT HERIY
»W ® DH(SH-N1) | e Fpa il —‘i DH(SH-N5)
: 0.225 0.883
1 1 1

0.635 0.296 0.409

0.997 0.987 0.992

0.972 0.867 0.916

0.993 0.965 0.979

0.956 0.789 0.875

0.000 0.048 0.000

0.004 0.009 0.008

18.225 19.093 18.683

12) Hu & Bentler(1999)ell oj3bd Zde= F 7je] WFE v 4 Utk A= Ao
Az zgrolt o] WMFe] y2, RMSEA(Root mean square error of approximation),
SRMR(Standardized root mean square), GF1(Goodness-of-fit index), AGFI(Adjusted good-
ness-of-fit index)5°] sFEct F WHAs AdHd FIE AFoln) A=
CFI{Comparative fit index) NFI(Normed fit index) 1813 NNFI(Non-normed fit index)&

of st} of Are v Aol FFHN R A7) FE F W T2
2527} k. ] g+ 7}%01 F%5A) 23¥ GFI, AGFI, RMR#% 22 A7} #8
sk ¢ Eﬂﬂ HI2 Joreskog and Sorbom (1982)= H¥-o =79l FHIIEH

nkE A4 AGFI GFl 5< AXYAY o]F AFA AGFIY GFI: 5 T8
o] =74 °m°_ B dﬁei 4 5 2 thBentle, 1990). AGFIY GFIE 25 0914 |
NAY HEE A £ DdIAE Bdle J|EHe gurgos 090144 09
o ZAlEke grolth & wgto g RMR 71F3ES 0.07% ) Zolol §til RMSEA
E 00550 Folot gt} BAAT SH-N29| A9 AGFIZ} 0.8672 099l % 1|
0990 7t g2 PASAFe] 1Eaks &3 Ak EA7F slvka e
1=
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ATt GFIE 25 19 717A 4+
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L
fu
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o™ AGFI

=
ok A 2dg vws] HE AICE & o

==
fus

Ho
ALZ A AR B3o] 1909302 THE 2ol H|s) AlgHog

Ararol wAl Jedth JAE Avwn

2% o9 A Vet

=
=

il

@ A%

U NFIE GFI9} f-AF

Al 2F 7t

-
L

2]

RMRoJt RMSEA # HA] Al =

R
.

oy
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oy
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AEIRRES ZRE017I00 AbHjf 2KE 0371 Burte] AEMZ(Structural Holes) 0|22 ZAM0E + 71

H 7D NEY U HEYFS 12X W 2¥O| 3|AH 4

/ —

S g o bdmdee S SET b G
. HSoIE o JzNae -0.338 0.719 0.023**
 Hesy -~ Fxmmw | 0150 0.727 0.320
. zegl « moolx 0.369 0.151 0.014*
- z=FEY L 0.398 0.141 0.005***
. zABel -~ =g 0.301 0.141 0.032**

2k 50,01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

B 7-1 ¥2F =9 HER3IL =5 39 29 T3t

Czade | osmws | smem | anan 5 a1
et 0.398 0.110 0.509

0.369 0.000 0.369

0.000 -0.217 -0.217

0.369 0.000 0.369

-0.150 -0.125 -0.275

-0.338 0.000 -0.338

4. AEl® XIK| WEYZS TN ZW oy

A A A Bl A T2 Py ARE ARnE T 248y
el BAE UER T-oith AEA 2 F2A Fu o, AFH =
el 72 Sl ARE]ddlE Fofmd BAE HolX) YA T2 Fuw
HEmEAoll s 7hd 29 22 AAE RAFT AUk A4EF AA) m@el g
AME A o] T2 W o ARWE - AREY - x272Yo)g
= AR T2A g - ARTE - 2FEolek: HRE B U
L2 L PAE AR 5 UTh0195). ARUFS AR EY o= uj)
ArE Sl AR 9EE mAL 2120 AH IFL AT Ao



2 - HHE=ERN4AU3D)

o

Q8 5 ARA XX WEQFS XX JW g

" ARSY
-.24
C:}** TEN 3N 36
-.25
A2
RS

(E 8> Al=lH XX WERFS FxH 3 2YO| 3|HA 4

g 3 Eeimee - 8E - | Sg
-—— PEEZY -0.245 0.653 0.058"*
= -0.235 0.610 0.160
0.362 0.143 0.029**
0.398 0.141 R0
0.301 0.141 0.015**

**% n<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

CE 8-1> At2|H XX HERKZS #zH 39 ZFo 51

- 4w | Sews | Fsn | uEEy | s2Em
s IEE 0.398 0.109 0.507
: géé.ﬂ.%%ii:'-i 229 0.301 0.000 0.301
o ETTET 0.000 0.195 ~0.195
: ESERTES 0.362 0.000 0.362
s &h’%% 2xzY -0.235 -0.089 -0.324
'Q,QHTE%% FEHZ -0.245 0.000 -0.245
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1060

'I_S_HHE_

X
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5. AR ZLZ WESYIAS #

L
L

o] #AE Hol

FovE A(positive)

L
o

o
hs

el
Ho

oy

o}l
ol

i

0.50t°)c}

e

oy

I8 6> A

G o
0.081"

0.038™
0.016**

0.005***
0.032**

e RS

0.570

0.529

0.141
0.141
0.141

_ Estimate |

-0.266
-0.294

0.342

0.398
0.301

Tk 50,01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.]



0.501
0.301
-0.221
0.342
-0.385
-0.266

0.103
0.000
-0.221
0.000
-0.091
0.000

S A

0.398
0.301

0.000
0.362
-0.294
-0.266

HES A9 F
P3pshognl S

| ol 7t
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SEET

EEFT
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23l
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1991). ¥ AFoA = HES T Holat

&,

A

(BEH, 1997, 2735, 1993;

A AR ZA | T

b

13

o

P

Ao® Uehdth 121 A

142 WES A F

X
L

b

7 A

3

ENA, AFAARA EYZ, 18

A HEY A

Ptk 3709 WE oA 7

BRI EDER

H

e wAs

Z1 20
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fu

13t}
5

s}

o

go

A X
HWES A FF+= Granovetter(1973, 1974, 1985)7F A A% AxY F=7} E2

i

M

s
—a

g, 54 52 Aol 7

3
1% &cKLin, 1982; 1990). +
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AES (2004, A ARBIARY AR giF Zuh raEARAR e,
16(3):23-42.

AA (199). 59| BARge 8B F7]o|23 ~EY: o2& F4o
2. rEai e 28 (4):1279-1299,

ﬁ%ﬂﬂ-olﬁﬁ (2002). AFBIAME O 2 Aj0] Alg)e} zA\ =l rebaalE]Eh, 36(2): 1-23.

HE3F (2003). ArE AT 24 Aig W EAL

HFERIL(2003). AREIARE T} RIFEFe] ryRer A 9(1):120-151.

23] A g (2000). loﬂ/\}ﬁl A RET Ads B2 e Azt A7) 24
= FH

9] 012 S ZMC@ rEsLE A E 34(4):175-196.
L (2005). aFe] T mIA= Fge] vlwEA- A, AbEA a9l])
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Ao 2004 s gt FASEU .
B (2006a). FFXA ARBIAEY dgkeqly g ra=ZAbEe FAHAL,
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WAE Fato]. e gy, 393):67-%6
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wF HEAHKLPS) ARE FHOR "F=AeE B, 12(3):1-29
HAE. (1997 BRggz20 we] Fefot 2AEEdl W AT "eg 453
6(1):335-360.
A3 (1993 g 3R 2A S 2Pl g A AP Fro AL T
e i ELEJ 27(4):1203-1225.

AZE. (19D, 2AF2%, A7 g B, AJFUNEEe; 2AEUEe] B
w3t 73%5—*—121 A7 APF2IA(LISRELZEY] A4 rg=xgastu,
25(2):515-531.

FHAAR. (2004), 2AYNE A JAekdg e v

Allen, N. J. & J. P. Mever. (19%). Affective, (,ontmuance, and Normative
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Abstract

The Study on the Relationship between Social
Capital and Organizational Commitment: Focusing
on Burt's Structural Holes

Kwi—Hee Bae - Young—Hwan Kim

The purpose of the study is to investigate the relationship between social capital
(i.e.structural holes) and organizational commitment. The social capital can be de-
fined as trust, norms, and networks that can improve the efficiency of society by facil-
itating coordinated actions. The social networks, one of components of social capital,
can be classified into structural holes(Burt, 1992) and network closure(Coleman, 1990).
Basically, structural holes represent the social gap between two groups or two actors.
Structural holes are weak ties between clusters of densely connected individuals or
actors. Brokerage across structural holes is the key to the social capital. By using a
path analysis, the relationship between structural holes and organizational commit-
ment is examined. In this theoretical model, job satisfaction and job commitment are
employed as a mediating variable. Empirical results show that structural holes has
the statistically significant positive impact on organizational commitment through me-

diating variables such as job satisfaction and job commitment.

[Key words: Social capital, Burt, Structural holes, Organizational commitment,

Job satisfaction, Job commitment]



