L
2,
3.
1
(interest group) ~ David B. Truman
(shared attitude)
1
S.E. Finer . ;

Garbriel A. Almond and G. Bingham Powell ‘ '

1David B. Truman, The Government Process : Political Interests and Public Opinion
(London : Oxford University Press, 1965), p.37.

2 S.E. Finer, “Interest Groups and the Political Progress in Great Britain,” in Interest
Groups on four Continents (H.w. Ehmann : Pittburg Press, 1958), p.237.

3Gabriel A. Almond and Bingham G. Powell, Jr., Comparative Politics (Boston & Toronto
: Little, Brown and Company, 1966), p.75.
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Graham Wootton u :
(public policy)

4

(political interest groups)

" (pressure groups)

1] n

International Encyclopedia of the Social
Science (interest groups)

1 (influ-
ence) (public policy)5

N.c. Hunt

Maurice Duverger

( , , , )

4 Graham Wootton, Interest Groups (Englewood Cliffs : Prentice-Hall Inc, 1978), p.l.

5 International Encyclopedia of the Social Science (New York : The Macmillan & the
Free Press, 1968), Vol.7, p.486.

6 N.C.Hunt, Pressure Groups in the . .A. (New York : McGraw-Hill, 1956), p.I 12.

7 Maurice Duverger, Party Politics and Pressure Groups (Sheffield : Nelson's University
Paperback, 1972), pp.101 - 102
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Q
3 D
L
2.
3
" 1
Francis G. Castles (pressure group)
%
8 ( - 517), 8,
| - : , 2510),
152.
0 ;
: 213,
1 .
( : 1, 2521), 179,

2 Francis G. Castles, ‘Pressure Group Theory and it Problem,” Pressure Group and
Political Culture : A Comparative Study, (London : Oxford. University Press, 1967), pp.1-2.



Y
L (publicity)
2. (lobbying)
3 , (participation in election)
B ! "

, , 519), 14
% Key, V.0., Jr, Politics, Parties, and Pressure Groups (New York : Thomas Y. Crowell
Company, 1964), p. 77.
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(anti - social activities)
(internationd links)
(direct intervention)

(size)

2516

.. 2511 - 2516

2, 2531), 126 - 130.

13
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(threatened) (deprived)

(status loss)

2512

(access)
(influence)

19

(Labour  Party)
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2. (resources)

(power resources) (access)

(specialized expertise)
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1, 253,

12.

17

(civil society)

%
B
“civil society”
“civil society”
(citizen) (subject)
(
o
, 6.
: : 123,
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“civil society"
(citizen) D

Larry Diamond2 (Research Fellow, Hoover Institution, Stanford University)

(the sphere of voluntarily organized social outside the state and outside
the political arena)

1
2. (collective identities and beliefs)
3
(public)
(private) (the community)
(the collectivity)
(the public arena)
‘ " (political society)
(pluralism) (mobilization)
(expression) (interests)
P C : : 14,
A Larry Diamond, (2 1),

318
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(partiality)

(a residual category)

“ " (society)
( ) (the realm of organized social life)
(voluntary) (self-generating)
(self-supporting) () (autonomous from the state)
(pluralistic) . (citizen)

(public sphere)
(collective goals)
(hold state officials accountable)

1 (voluntary organizations)
(autonomous) (state control)
(non-governmental organizations)

(civic education)

(the collectivity)
(producers organizations)

(professional groups)

(religious, cultural and ethnic
organizations)

2 ()

3. (think-tanks)
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4, (autonomous forms of
cultural expression)

) (private foundations)
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2

1980
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Samuel Huntington

)
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Gordon White (Professorial Fellow in the Institute of Development Studies at
the University of Sussex Brighton.)

2

2 Gordon  White, “Civil Society, Democratization and Development () : Clearing
the Analytical Ground,” (London : Frank Cass, 19%), vol.I No.3 pp. 375-3%0.
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