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The purpose of this study is to address the theoretical perspectives to promote academic understanding
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about intergenerational interactions among the old and young people in Korea. Literature review on

intergenerational interactions was extensively conducted as a research method. The necessity, concept, type,

theory, effect, and promotion alternatives of the intergenerational interaction were explored through the

theoretical review of the intergenerational interaction. Results of the literature review showed that

intergenerational activities improved psychological and social health at the individual and family levels,

resulting in social integration. The type of intergenerational interactions is classified through spatial and

continuous dimensions, and there is direct exchange and indirect exchange by characteristics of the

interactions. A theory that could explain intergenerational interactions is the contact hypothesis theory,

which results in reduced false stereotypes and bias through contact. In conclusion, it is necessary to

develop and expand an integrated space for intergenerational activities,

to set up a platform for

intergenerational relations, and to develop and expand intergenerational exchange programs and practices.

Key words : Intergenerational coexistence, Intergenerational relations, Contact hypothesis theory
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™, 7Fgely S, B A ZRE G uS
HhS 5= e V137 BFES] wlEothAl
A - ALY - 754, 2015).
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e

7} H1240.4%)°1V 117424.4%)%1 AS=Z
HA AL JTHEAEA T, 2015).

Ao 654 ol wRIAT Hlgo] HI
14% OI”OI AHAZE AA 202639
20%E = FALEl o] Z]do] ol e
ot IZYEE oju] 2IHALE] =714l ;l
U =<, olgEol 5o Aol gt
AEE & iii’:‘/\}il oA A==
Aol t&she Ak AAHCZ Aulsf ok
S 5, 2014). 53] ATH7HE T4
o= IR QAT wAEAd FHI] B
O =QAIYE ob7bAl s A 4 A
)8k A (untapped resource) 0= &3 oF gk
e Az dudde] sAst A
(Austin, Des Flux, McClelland, &
Sieppert, 2005). 12t} ¢-2] E3HAANE =
AAHE AL Bl A vlgkE A Est
AL Qs oA ek, FA vls) 44 o
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el 27
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m“’
fo X r{n:
9

>
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]_

Camp,

2014; Sander & Putnam, 2006).
=33 S AT BEIE w2 fEA
FEol ARRIFRIE, MFER SAsh=

o]?] 8O{(social integration, civic engagement,
social engagement, community engagement E
L o]Z ZAx3 ASo|HAFH 5, 2014).
A8 Bl = s o} o], u}—a 2] A} 3]
S & AEEH FsAgo] Thed
g Foste As v FTH(Levasseur,
Destosiers, & Tribble, 2007). A ZE =&
A A Rk HEPYS HIREste] &4
=5, BAA 2 AAH A, AFA AA

2 2, o7, @& Aol
FARY BH, 1€ A% A, A, W
4, 283 AGAS el AABABE, 4

t RIREE

& Kolomer, 2007).
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g, 183 3Ad= ﬂﬂiﬁolﬂr A 2
< FAA A3t AEAE F4EAY. &
A= ol2fd wAle] AFHORE Y=

WHo gz 1A, 240, 34T ko] HFolut
FEAG, JAEE 5E B3 Aot Au,
M, 7%, A7 @RS 2ol 7 Ai®
W oollel AgAo R FAA dee vAL
APAT A3 L AnF BF Aol

FEHArgote & Ingram, 2000). 1ZA|qH
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d, 719, o1&
1. MCHid
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Aoz Fol gk k4 7d-e 19609 E
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1963). A Al 2l F(intergeneration)2] 7 2]+=
At 2L 5= A & = TH(International Consortium
for Intergenerational Programs: ICIP)ollA] A|A|
g 32> AMldi(younger generations)$} Uol&
At (older generations) ARolol|A] o]=4 g
1 A&EHow A 9 HjEs wEskE A
o] Yntxoz HgHI 9thde Souza &
Grundy, 2007; Kaplan, Liu, & Radhakrishna,
2003). 47]ollA ICIPE AAS kst A
st AtEEolU A EOA Al {E F
a7l 9 ZE2adE AT FHoE
1911 d =44 AFAEe] 2ot 1 Al
HufF Z2IHS FA4, sta, A
Z2](community organizations), <% #HUE]
(retirement communities), Y, Tu71H &
Z3rete] ThFSE ARSI 7Ol Al FEHIL 9l
o, 2 Aot YolE Alti7h Al (talents),
71, A=A, I8]l1 AY(resources)S THE
Al AFgEolA A & d=F Addtt
(Henkin & Kingson, 1998/99).
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AE 7, A9, g, 23} AR, dE, =7
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X o 1
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=
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3. Mt & o 2: HH7ILo|2

=3 AL 3] 8} (gerontological sociology)oll A &
A7 ARS A 02 RejHAY 1yE
Ae AEE HAdE AHEAZTSO) E(age
stratification theory)o|U &A & A 352F8-0]
£ (symbolic interaction theory), A}3]w3lo] &
(social Z-5-°] 2 (conflict
theory), & U}&}o] & (modernization theory) &2
2 A% 3| th(Hooyman & Kiyak, 2011). ©]2]3k
oL AthuF F7iet 2= 3] HAsH=
38 A A b ATl 1S, 7S

A o4 ADE 49T F gtk = A

exchange theory),

o 2y s Adsl] fe 28 e
olggRe Adawe WS ATl

= AV ok

A27pdolee 2oldE A% 2 A
HE wgdol Hae gang BHow

AEol BotdaE i ool gk 773
2 o] wropd Aolgte Aol AHH
A THAmir & Ben-Ari, 1985, Maruyama &
Woosnam, 2015). 18jy o= AltiE 3t
o] HZ2] Z(contact quality), ThE AMdjol] i

& o, wgwd, AdaRe Eakel: A
W HE, I, A% A A 5o 7
PE 4B W AF FEHD AT,

2013; Fox & Giles, 1994; Teater, 2016). 53
Fox} Giles(1994)= FHZ7Hdol &0l 7103
Al 2+ %= = (intergenerational contact
mode) Z Al {5 Ak

HE7Hd ol Allport(1954)7F 19] Al #H
o] AdAmature of prejudice)ollA AHFOE
Ak goldld, I& & o F4d=

gk MltHm&Fo| 0|2X =2

I JAEFshe 713 e E 3 o3l
7b FAEWEA Ho] Zragitta A gch
5 O ol £%55o de FAEEC] 1
FE 53 %8 "4 diild 38484 HE
& A #E& oridth Allport(1954)7F
A 3 A= 3AA aAs AU o] &7
H Ad T AHES T7HE F sle 890 d
e A5 dFEC] FAA At

H 23 A3 78 Fof FAOE w9 st
A =1 QThEllison & Powers, 1994;

A2 F53 A H(equal within  the
contact situation)®l] U< Sl¥sl= A, FF
&3 (common goals)E {SiA AT e]EH 0o
oF 3l= A, HoEol AE  d3(intergroup
cooperations) & U= 7|3 E 7HAHA 7}t
& Aol 2 e A, 18a e 3 ulF
7t A4 ARE fEske ZoE, dF =
d, dAHELT7hERFE FEEY AA
(support of authorities, law, or custom)®| 743
O|Th(Seaman, Beightol, Shirilla, & Crawford,
2010). DA veo] dTEelM olHT Ul
Z7o] FE£T uf HHo] Tags FHS
ChH(Pettigrew & Tropp, 2006, 2008).
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93 Aqe 4ol nee 79 A A
% @ #E el @ 4 A= wAYS A
g, @ ThR ARIE 33 8 4FA o] %
o4F, ® FoIAZe Fasthy YT &
2, © AT A9t BEY = Yo
B, @ AV B el S

A3 o] FojHof F
Dixon, Durrheim, & Tredoux, 2005).

aHy HE7Mdelee® Alduw &3
s Ak SAS Adsirlel @AV Aok T
Aoz ek o] WA st Aoy A
5o EA el o= Ax 7oA A
=4 g 844 AdEgs A Al =

gstol HI3ohs Holth 53] At oA
A st A9k H]FH Zholl A HA)EE B
E MAA A7 3 Ast= AL o]
2R oz eF9 6]-7:]]2 Y Z=abo] QITh
(ZHe 2011). 2 AUz EI HelSEFolA
A FzoZ olold F Sle AEH X7}
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. AHawe 3424 &3

HEAE, AMNLE

52 B3 A 7o XAoly AR, 71X,
7%, A7 A So] wEEE AL ofn)d

ARJNE Aol 74, A4

ALE] g g7k 3 FEFS A ERE
FAE HEsty AHor we Fad A
Qro]l =i QIrhE-&Al - AH7, 2015; Lloyd,
2008). At 7o &= 54 Al 34
o Yele Ao 0}‘4?/} ok A Aol
UEldt o & &4, =d352 Aduis
T3 =R, T2, AHAE AAANZE F
¢ 2.1 (Cacioppo, Hughes, Waite, Hawkley, &
Thisted, 2006), HWZS <A AE(human
capital), &F2] A& (life knowledge & skills), &
3l 9 AF Hg, =2 (ageism) A FY
F9E AE=THArgote & Ingram, 2000).
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W FRA EAE vAE ol ohet A o] Moot A o4, A W, A
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= 2 /=A% FAaw,
, 2015, FFALE ] T EE oA 122 e A
Els

Al &£Fog Z7hek Hh, 491 o) e A
A, 2015; Lloyd, 2008; Sechrist & Fingerman, &3°o2 ZFAdleE 4¢SS Holal 9JojA +
2015). A0 g 7159 AA B AEHo| ofslE

3
I QUohelvlR - HE5 5, 2015 Lloyd,
) Q¥R & 2008). 53] HEAH7|7L =oAAAY ol&
frol, o], 2 Aidrlel d"EE 3 &o] SISl E E4hg0] Ashe A, 3
At Ada{E &8l BRRIS S5l A Fdo]l AREE AS A ®SE A
317 S WY  de FEAYAS W wF 2
2w QA q}oki 7tH Qe AHE 7F42  Fingerman, 2015). o2
ot A Fe] A& = Iele] o TS ARAE 9 2H
2] Fdo] aMET kDS, 2014 Y& ZHAVE diE ¢ dvda Rudoi gt
71, 2011; Y&k - EA, 2015; vl - 4@ Z - HE7, 2015; Chorn-Dunham & Casadonte,

AFEL AuFrt

F, 2009; SHAT - HAT, 2004; Lee, Dik, &  2009; Lloyd, 2008). W3} A &7(2015)3%
Barbara, 2015; Lloyd, 2008; Umberson, 1992;  <J3}H, stEm= 247t Aldiaf{ 23
Ying, Coombs, & Lee, 1999). d& €9, U3 & T3 dEESIe] 71X &S ¢ & &
A3 FEH02015)C 1345 T2 4 lom F oy} ¢ HiE mHo7 W
FoAste ofolgo] et 159 APS T = IASHA AFete] AT FFEHAA
sto] w28 QAN SY FHE He AL Zlolth A YA FRAHAAIE
AFAoE HAFQh A wi&H Al 9T REdE v EwEA 7)1 8A ] tig |
FQ09)E fFotes e E AAR At Aol Zraste REALY] #AE A
Wi Z2IRE FE EAEEHS HRs Aotk 2 Aldufe Y A |
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