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MR} oHE 2712 MY BFoliM ARISE fifoR Xgst iR Akolxigt, Ty =7}
of Yilol| olxks YYR I7KUZ AFS| CiEch APkt ZiggEol mat 2159 ZH| - AR
A2 F-0Me AXRFel REE 0] Wl Z Zoikle $E7Kd(omerging
hypothesis) e QICHR, MUAKIE HYslE o JEE Olkls ZRRM — AHARZAEY, M
i, SBTY, CEAYEY, ANXRINLEY — 1t EXHFE Hicks o JER olxls
ARIEXIMAO| MHUHR 7R M2 ClEr) o] ERolME AR XHE F20, 2
T7HEO| MPiEiete S&Cf 2Rl Aisiod M2 CiE tiSXRrE MEisk= olf7| 2oielx|
Bi5lEuk} Bict Of =R0lME MAIRPH ARIYS0) ojxl= FEol S71E M2 Clg 22
2 Z7t@0] WHMA 2 SXIMFKIS| ARoEM (mth dependance), MMARR} EX|Hxf|
MeX HAkM(imstitutional complementarities), U HXMTH B (domestic politicdl institu-
tions) 2| Xjojol| TE Zi2tE FEBICL

FHO] - MASE A, XM

1.ME

252 FAF FEAA o|RAXE FX|, HA, EF-F WIE
Aishe Mdo2 AAse AlgFAe F8 FEoZ g F
1 ek addex= st MAStE 1 714 (newness) 2 AlAA
(worldwideness) & FaL o} 712 =34 7l do|t}(Hirst & Thompson,
1992: 1995 Mann, 1997). °| =&dlAMe AAsle] M sl
=48 e AMAse FIAE, FEAE, F8AFA 1Y
e AlAZAY 32 #aH, Al AAZe AL7ME 4 o
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Hez271d 44 Adn AA P (Shin, 2000). wabr AA 3}
£ 27ke AHAY 9FE Ve 97 FY B ol BH
ARAES AN Y& vX = B olo|tyo| (policy ides) 2. 2}
£¥r} &

a8t AAze 7P oug JEE nA, ojd wE
AEAAR Ade FAQN AFAAY AFEL IA F A9
dAoz Ugr, AxRFoE dEHE AA §3EAEL AA
A7t AR BA BB Qs dr1Fog AYA QS 2
Her) B Ar1Heg o B AEEdA R B £33
8, A%< 3, 123 713E AFE A2 FAUITHOhmae,
1993; 1995). 22y o3¢ J@REFHE VU FEL 2¥H A7
Eo] w29, AASe MAZH AEedF LRoA AHEA g
B4 wg Z#Ystn Uck(Hirst & Thompson, 1996; Mishra,
1999; Berg & Taylor, 2000). AAZEolA MA 3] 4L AAF
Z2ZRE 2Hgon, o BN 2EAEL 44, £5EUAE,
gsin £ g 8 ol Ald@iof Ak §W ALY IUHE
ojA BAAIAe) FNstel AHRAIRE AR FAEEE AR
o, FEE gste 2R3 g 2HEE ARAH AT 3
< #35h7] 98 BN AREAE idte Bl Ut
(Rodrik, 1998). 28]\ FAlol R d371EdM AAEE A5
A Futd A 43 A5 BYFe A3lE TEME < doh
1980 thel AHfrakst 1990 Athe) AA B FA o] MLEFF7HENA
o # YL nAEAE UE & A7 E o2 st Az
g A9t AR FHH AAE ArEE Ivke gleH, A}
33 ZddA FAY ARE Be Frke Y dAHA gtz
A2 @ch(Berg & Taylor, 2000). A=, AA izt vinA <
A& Ad AFAEL AAI AR Fo| A #at ope} AEFR7}
ST A71A @A B o FFEA A2AA A EHE vt
3 FRR
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a6 AAske] AREAA Ade] dalqd 1B AHE AU
7} o v BA A E AYertel BARlel & YHES BF &
F7HEe] AN 5o Aol AT & WL Y8
Pl char(converging) FRALE GBA ZAdo] wad, AAAA
£ AFAR A HFHe] AAH FLE JAME Aoln, AL A9
o] AFE Sdssin, AFRA7SE B3l AH3A EAE A2 Y
F 171 2o AASA I BAFYARA F7F 4L HA &
& Z Rolzgta F43cH Ohmae, 1993; 1995). Hl1#HF o wz
H, AAste Aol mgt A9 FEe ™Y fAE A 4
AF2ZYE AFET A23RL Adst], 22RE Heh) 9
& 4F wF5A R BAALE FR5 713 (business-friend-
ly) BEgog WA doke F°lth(Shin, 2000).

a2y olH @ FHEL 7MY Beln, Z ITluig BAFE Al
Aste] i dFHL Mz BE AolE HI(Crouch and
Streeck, 1997. Kitschelt, Lange, Marks and Stephens, 1999:
Esping-Andersen, 1999; Hall and Sosckice, 2001). T}A] 73Z3AH,
AA st 359 I dtd & e A& dE digd e
HojH, o|d| mit AAzZe ABAAA FAx a2t 1¥9d =
7PEE AAIStY] el 7] Y8l M2 b d-&AEgE ddst
€ olfE FAWN o] w&dAe o] AFEA E3tnrt it
o] o o] =EL UA AAZIL 7P A A= FIYE o
EXog FEF B7) 8l FE/M el =99, dgo2
AA st gl diste F7PEE T &€ Bolvke Re AR
FAAA Y tgdelegte #AAA =@t 22 AASAY &
ARz} AAAFe] F7PHE g o] FE YA A e EXAA L
A= BaF I FAAEH @739 zfoldx Fuzt gt
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2. HiAizet ALY 2B

259 AAZAY BT 7 F7HEC] FAAFNA (UL vam
%91 (comparative advantage) & H3AFew, o A3} AAF22H
°] AFE F7MA R AFHD ok oY vaede $E ALY
& (factor endowments) ©] 91 23] AFE % o slevl
A RE T2, ARBIHAEAL 9 52 A% FF =¥
°‘] FYL7] w ol olgt BHdA I ALE JEA HAF AU
7tel BAl, & AZAA (institutional design) 7} A 5-¢] T8 H A7
Az FARY. AASAY 2t F7HeE ST S Bt Il
Al B3 71480l AAAAANA 73RS (competitiveness advan-
tage) & A'd F JY=E AP Aoz a7¢m ok 1 7374]
4%, 44 A& AFLY FU 5 8 459 AR A
Algte] heo] th&3td 7S AAY Astet o=}l ’-‘H‘i-rz}
o] FAE 93l ¥ A =99 (comparative institutional advantage) &
AEstax $93 =¥3HA 2 & ok

1) MAistet ZYLH

258 MAFGAAY FEdele vz BAAZ dAs

I 3k A wdd g, 71ge] AAEE zol7] Ay
BHe 9ol Fasdy, § I7le] Adsse uFH o] ofet
Agtehe olth. wEA 28d MARY ARAA AZHe
8% EAle %A 371¢ V1Y FFxYE B3 Aase
A€ P71 A€ B 2H VY AAEE fAANE A
ol7te]l EAlgl: Eri(Poter, 1990). L¥d®] Pfaller, Gough,
Therborn (1991) o]l W29, ZAHL F 7k Aoz TR o
slojol Gk, AA, AAEAY (performing competitiveness) &2, =
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W Z1dde] AAANFAN 2EE BolE = e $HE 93 5
A, T2 (underlying competitiveness) O 2, MAAAS] T8
o HHsld §4 77t A=Y AT AAASES FolHA A
Al FEE B + e S TP AAY B o)
g B2 AAYL tholA dEste F IR 44, F ga)
€2 HABAY e AT AFY EALYE aAFoEH
g2g 4 itk

A, ZAEL 7199 LS Fassle WL Soo] gu
2 T Uk AFY A 8L FEALS "8y Flasea &
T e =¥ EA, A4, AL 5o 4asx 144 wat 254
ot THA] TEA, A 8L e FHlE, ARH)E, FAuL, 24,
YAAZL Tl 9FE et 222 YA §2 BFo] AP S
2 st 719ES B4 T, olAkg U8, BAS HAA
o} g, a2z AL © el 5L F78 "t o] e )
He 87 §-&3h7] st FRE WAA st FAgs 4
A T8 £AE HAE 3, T A7) E F2E0te 23
< A3t BE2043 5& 9371 T} (Phaller, Gough, Therborn,
1991: 7~8).

X, AAHLE Age] S99 AEe FALAE Folo grg
T Ao 71e] A A Fol AANAANA AAHE AYE R
S AF7HEET ol AlEY FA$UE FHME et o
o o] WY FH AFY FALAE 539 JIYY AYEL
gr3tnz ske A9l HRe S A8 ST AFRe
A FAe 2HE FA ©oh(Pfaller, Gough, Therborn, 1991: 6).
a9 7149 A4y fFAAEE F /X2 FESe S ou
stk HielH o2 Mdste A9E =BTl 53], AA B9AF
A TY FE5E E 71]Iz ARl g2 AsEn 21zt 7
A7t FoA e LS AR, AAANRNN APHE §4)
3171 98l Qi gel HAsE 7l AGS AN gL
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Aojth,

AANZAN A2 71999 BAYE A3spr] A% R =42
AR e Wy PYdx F8F JTE 7Ad. FFe 7149
A9 fAlgke P2l AU AAE A, 7Ide] F&3}
E AER 7G2S Qetetn, =E5TA €3 9 /93 B9 =X
E 9E AL ade. 48 B0, AREAARY Ado] FE
719jo] Hdle AR RFA ) g AYA e FrtdME ZhHL
2 7199 =388 Fgo] A7 g 4B AHE FAF7] of
H1 o Yoyl dAE ZARE olojd & Ythe Hi#e| Bold ¥e
t}(Sharpf, 1997). EF 22%YAd| A BAFAe FAFIAE
o] )& FHAAM wF AR 48T FFe HErt @ A
Ag) ol E vlgd ol gsld AR ARBEZARY FA9E F4
AU Foiot 228 dANI A &0, 7o) Fdhe A EA
At HAME Qtsie], xFARY FARE FAe T 2AE
@y 4+ itk

ag3 9 AR LS AT FAVL Z2HEA 18 2 FEZ
2] W§ PR 2o F7Hh= A ¥l UTHOECD, 1998).
E3, YAriee FAT Wsle) A FRE AYEE L AF

d¢ Zz3n ded, ole FRAYELE F3E Aot A= AA
2N Bgog A% 7Y AAY Z3tel dF 277 AMA
gdn, ARE ASA A BAsl A3 (businessfriendly) T3
o2 Uz AL s7um gt

2) 2=l HHREXet viIN TP

‘29 APFAT & F7AAN $¢ ARPFAA 7L A&F ol
o (lasting interest) & A7) #13tA & I7PAA &8 719 (HAFA
f371%) & R AN IAH FAEFolEdn FYE.
A&7 ololghe Aol AP FAA st AHFEA WI71HL 371A
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B (long-term relationship) & B43H, APFEAAE 454 B3
7199 F4 £2 7|00lA1E] o AA AR 10% ©13E afeT
A 7148TA el I8¢ Pt AP FARA (direct invest-
ment relationship) & 2|} (IMF, 2003: 6~7). o]&83 =9 74
FAhs AR st 87 19903d19] 109 B9t AAAA 7
Eot AA FHARe] HFERT HR & £FoE gYHA

E DA AAH FEAA A3 AHEAY F2E FYY
inflow) & 71EC2 BH, 1990~19973 Alolo] AHF 13%<) AR
< 71538508, 1998~20001d Aolole 71ge] FR A4+
E 9% 50%9 & AFES V189G add E D ¥
A3 AHFEAY KUY RN ARFY w2} e

(in

i

g o

(&9: US. €8 109)

B
1990~94

=2 HEARY 2ot M1 1005 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001
x| H8(1990~2001) Bz

2 A 197.7| 327.9| 372.9] 461.4] 690.4|1.076.6|1. 489.8] 729, 2

e 137.7] 205.5| 226.4| 272.3| 486.5| 844.8/1241.5| 513.8

YT A=} 99.9| 122.4| 146.5 189.1f 203.9| 231.8| 248.3| 215.4
of= 2z} 2.7 5.0 53 9.8 7.5 9.7 7.5 1.7

OfAfo} 33.5| 66.3] 74.4| 82.8] 87.0| 99.0| 128.2| 91.4
== 16.1] 35.8/ 40.2| 44.2| 43.8] 38.8/ 38.4] 44.2
3 - - - - 14.8) 24.6| 61.9| 22.8

8 4.4/ 17.4] 16.7) 22.3] 26.6] 29.3] 30.1 31.2

5 3.6/ 32 58 80 93 49 6.5 57

2flofoifefz}|  15.7| 30.5| 44.4| 66.2] 735.| 88.0 76.0 69.5
B L7 4.9 1L2] 197 319 28.6| 32.8/ 22.6
A= 54| 9.5 9.20 12.8 119 12.5 14.2| 24.7

Zk8: IMF(2003), p. 10.
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A7t ¢ Ade A€ ¢ F o d28d, MEEAIE /Y
929 AARA L] FRE 1990858 2000870219 713 ¢t A
A FR 23%°] st vl o] AL tHE = 3
HFARE orelAgolN FZ3 TFo FFHA slen, =Rlod
g7t Beldn dalse] HFEo gk D

AAZ 939 APFEAE MEedF7tEte A3 JAFH
ol oA x itk AZd], AAF FEAA A3 HAHFA F £
B2 2001d T ARV J|Fo R 62 8HY 2o Eain, 9=
AHEAY 713 & FYF7ke 9T, 97, T, 5 F A3 4
A Z7HAch B AAAR FEAA A5 AREAY F /2
(outflow) & 2001'd T FH7HH 7|2 62 61Y e, 1l
Z, 9%, =32, B Y AFse AFFAAY £AYl F /&
d9] 289 1& ZHFTHIMF, 2003: 11~12). B, =< JH%
e FU9F §2 25N 2R AAIIIES FHLE o]FoR1
slew, AUEFZ7I ASde &F F7HE HFEHA o]Foiz
de AL ¢ F doh

=9l AYFAL Su=EEA F5H7]de] AR EI 3A 50l
sk AR, 1997d9) Al dxA e BdYol HA GDP
A A sz vjFo] 7% SEBIATHUNCTAD, 1998). °f &
AR ABAFY AR o BE o]de FHol AFEA B E
duze AR o544 v d Zijolr), e o]Fo] &
AHA 9= APEAE FURE FAAY Be T e T4
AR olgg Yy ¥ FRe wo] Yuktsln JUTH(OECD,
1995a; 1995b). AHY, SimAEe] AFEA e 4AE Feh 7
AAEE 93l 588 B ol ¥ XA HIAAE A3HA
E gsMe ¢ He 8% AAAA R AFdn A =Y I
oA gFshe Aol o B Y& Fo} & AJoz o' 7t
' AL W) A8 N1dE T ¥ A2 (business confidence) & R4
e o] F7ie] F8F FAF}A} Ha gl
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a9 Ao AL AR AF L FAZHE AL £ 3lE
AT T APFE 55 nejsle o] Fojzinl. B} FAHce £
AA AR pEjdle 8AEL ARARE, YAZY FA, AXNA
A B4, A8E: HIA, ZAAA, BANA A, 229 34
A, AHAEAE 5& #E F UTHOECD, 1995b). 8, A
ol wet 7t 8425 F8A4L TOE & o, 2287 $Me
A€ Bote ¥ = A gk 2y o] BAR AR 17
e 84F FoA d¥e FRFHE B3l HENg £ Qlcke
e FEIo It AR dIF YL L Foo FAHL A

 THoEA HE AQHEY #2¥ FAVEE 25 439 A

FAE 1 & Utk oA FEiA, FRe S Sl 7]
FEF AT BEL A= NTAESYE F2E 5 Ak
A= AHEAE AT R FAHL AU, =THH 74
g3t 2 {48, AREEARALY 8% 5 B ¢ U0

A, A2 £ ARNN YAAEL 719 i) gol |
& F7] g B nagojol & F2 Q9lojth UNoA &7He & B
A 29, 1990dd & 103709 ZAMG =71E FdA g2
g Adetn ZE Ul 93 AHFAAE G A RAA
AE ZF3 QITHUN, 1995). 1980dth Fuk o]F F&3 AN
£ o|5% oldA= ] FFAEH L 2= AHTA glen, 9
A HHEAL] R 4FE F AU 8UE F e ol
=9 2L HAA & AT AL & LA ARdo|t). watA 9
A HHEAE K57 st 7 F7HEL HAAH LS e
Al=g & 4 SITH(OECD, 1997b; 2001).

4, A9 ExA] AN =8 FA) € A3 HF
3}, aEln =B AR fdste 388 ndide] gtk B3, x
FAES frdste A71sle) nt 71de] =B 4-& 448 =
Y Jon, xF529 Wl wel n4AA L =FANE 2
AL F A ke HoA AL TR AN FaF a
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o] ®@THOECD, 1990; 1997a). @t =< AHFFAL /A€
ol f2 7o) Redhe viYT kBYIEQ A EFA Y o] o]
20)d 4 glon, n{BAY =FAF g FA S3EHT =
AR fAE A% 2A B0 48 & Utk

AR, AEe BxA AN 2% - BN, 8N4, FE F
S EHT AN HARAAT & D JGEAAA T FRE 2
el gt oA, 7Y aAH A AAE 2FD e 95
299 S ABEY dad 712se 743 REVRIAPL AdE
Baate JBAAE 231 e U=l v 9= AP ER
o fxo) §el¥ 4 Ach(Scharpf, 1997). E3], Z7l9] w& ¢ 3
GEEAMAE Bl FHE AR 2 g7 e s e
go| FxaHA EAsterte ALY FAA ZFAAM F8E 1
Aol € 4 UTHOECD, 1998). wehd 93}l AHFAE /A5
7) 98t ARBEIZPEAEAIA Y et wf € AQEIAAE B3
37] g 2AE] 48 F Uk

A4, 94 APFEAY] /FAE A FHe ZARJAA, =
S FASs 2 fa38, ARRIAARAALY &g & HsH
gl AM, 71l BRdke yedAel AR EAA L ddHes E
& FFoln =FAR ¥ ngo tF FRFA AT UMAFE
929 AARAE FA5he © g3l o|yF of2 FUHe=
A2 ER7F @ 2gd 7EdAME 93¢ JAFEAE RA] §
3o 7199 Al EAA B9 @A AFstn AR e Ad
A AHE §A50, =58d FAE gse 59 X EC] 3
2 F Aok oA wIA, ALY (social dumping) ET ol E F
& HZ(a race to the bottom) 7} ©]F01A & e Ho|th(Adnett,
1995). 8 MAFILESY Aoz I3 AP FEA] KA I
o] o]gd ur] $istad it go] thF BAlol I o= HEn
ol E¥ =FARY fdsle oAl R IFvlA HE"
& e 342 AYZD ok ohgE 9F AL g g 8
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o] FolHA u§ B FJEde] Bz2Hn 3o o|AHF 2AEL
2F 43 AHEAE FAHAY Fldl FAE A2 ojEE %
7] & BHe =3Bzt AT Ax, AZY AFEE 0¥
dAstEl e AASA g 2= AYREAE /AN AR B
7RESEREA 7 7R V1A AR A dYseg g
3 Yok e

3. REEFMmS Cidy : YL B SXIHHS Ciky

AllA o AT weld wE2w, AAR s Ausiy
RE ke AT 7199 448 fA9 459 AHFAL #AE
st 7148 AP AE FEshe THFE sHE 2 AoEln
d&atn glvh. 2y ol dFde @ AAse] AHd A3
3o 7 S7E L O A2E Zdx o 5, AA AE 571
o] AAFA FAM A4 AP A& AL AMAT, A
H 27te] A vX e 9L I7PER 47E t2n. o F
FEL tEdA e AT BAAAY dddE dFe Ha
FABAGAEY AT B3 olgAesr, AHHoz FHM
A2 Sl

1) duEe clyd

AT MA ] I BE =L AASIT AE F7PE A
v g3 BEsie A71Y $E7M (convergence hypothesis), &
AAS7E Aol w2t Zh=2e] FA - AR YL o - vjAe] A
Fo| B Fslo] dAs & Folgke FA wiistd 7 HA
t}. o]Ed wEd, AEFoAA = AlAslee FEHHA B
Z7PEE A2 daA dgstet, ole N F7ke] JAcR
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SN A & AEH vl (institutional arrangements) o] =4 AUE
£ Sl BB YA (production regime) & FAE 7] W&o
gk 38} (Crouch and Streeck, 1997; Kitschelt, Lange, Marks
and Stephens, 1999; Hall and Sosckice, 2001; Ebbinghaus and
Manow, 2001). o 3}%29} o9 (Ebbinghaus and Manow, 2001:
3~7) o wad, ARFINAY dFE FFe ATEL o84
o2 g A 7 §3E IRt o

A, ARFANAE P A=A 8480 VIS BARE
d F&e Foia Y. Axe AAPYAEC] EHF FHAA
o HE 5L AUEE A28} (socialization) 7)%-S F3ta, BA Y
e e AYBAE 3NN, BAPAAEC] T A"
PEIEE FE3e A /A9 VA2 Ze3a, BAYAAE
2te) AgA Fu Ao 43 Erhe Aojth o] L %S FY
e Az dze AR, AGFEAA, dATE, 2F-

Z198A, 7193 #A 5 X (Hall and Soskice, 2001). 12

3 AAZe] ¢ dsle I7PEE AR tE dEE Bole AL

ANNA L FAshe ATA wide] Aold wEt FHFF-EANA ¢4
e EAIE gy 9% 7IdEe] 3P0l 27 el
3 FA}H Thelen, 2004: 1~2).

e, AAYARNELNS] 2% (coordination) 3% HH (cooperation) 2
Azd 2¥E T3, ol wl ALFIHA Y FYHE ATt
(Crouch and Streeck, 1997; Hollingworth and Boyer, 1997: Soskice,
1999). =, A4Ad A FYo et M2 OdE A=} Avds ¢y
€ AUz 7] WEe AAPARAETY 23H HH YTt A=
tan, ol wal AAH YN E Ao)E Hlvtn FFHT. A
Z7MA Y & EdA PaEAe] §¥E 48 /R FESL Sl
W}, SoskiceZt AAIG 4 - vl AF I7HES] AFFA 2FE AL
2 3te ARAI A A M A (iberal market economies) S} A1 A A x
o] 79le B3l 2o o|FoiA e FY, 2yt I71, a8
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I GBS I ZAHAAGA A A (coordinated market economies) 9]
F 71 Bde] 7 de] ¢#A ik 2

(B DA Be vte} o] A{AZHAAA L 2HAAZA A A
€ 3544 2 IGA TR, ASAA, =AM, 53884 2 1
€ T #HF A= Ao A& dadh. ARAAAAAA AN
719EL 47, A9EE ¢ w§, dWE 59 EA9 By
2% qEE + e 23717971 9o 7193 BAe AR 7)
2% ZAB/AE BHLE 3, TEAEIHY] W sA%L F2
Adsn, 7IAAFL FAANFY DAES 402 zgdoe
A=A §4& Ad. ¥dd 23AZAANMe 718l 92,
AAEE 3 1%, dWhE 59 EA9 FAs AYd F2A4
M2 FqYE F e LT dAYES AU, 2253 14 1

E2
XFAHAAANY ARAAAAAA 23N 3AANA
ZANFIANA o
ot gl HE 27 U, 9% 59, 98
B7] X2/ FAAR YN WISN R
ced 2 FF34 REA AYFAe Aezg
e (F37HE 23 ClagAtR g 23
A4 AgE 23 | 2e ddgzs
S92y 7193 ddgo] 23
& a3 W
ARAA AP 4F DFED BE
34 f4dst 794 B2
A SHE Hut EHE ¥y
98 A =AA | AR 2R e
UT% F NewleEe S
4334 2 28| Wlng 3728
£ o4R AL o5  2e )43 7Y o )%

Z+8.: Ebbinghaus and Manow (2001), p.6.
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$A%E Adsta, 239 PIFAANEE FHLR VIdAEE =
gite A=y 54E Ado

o9} Z& A=A wide ol 7P 23 £ FHI #H3Y
71980 HE o AAE 7|IS=E 3] i, YR o
g A2 g 71gdge qYiivke etk 23, AEFe A
A 197 2L A A de tFEtA ol foiAH, AASHAI
M E o g el R &H o] F7IE AAA AT Aol& HA L
the Aol

AR, F7I AANZAA L ATAtel & AA FAAR 719 A
Mele] ZAulele vAA =8E Fdt A (Manow, 2000
2001). &, PAASA A TEA (actor-centered institutional analysis) o
A B uieh o] AYdol@g #E3 BT AT AFAA o]
oA 7199 AF¥H Mg gl B FAFHE TIAY,
NAZEe 252 95k sy 7gEe] o M2 T AHH
Y g 3teA AAEAE TG AT Wdd 23 & T AR
So] Ratste QA Y AAEhs A FE AlA 7IRde] ol
g oz Ay AYE =R ¥HE £t

A, gt APEA] B HES YFS B, 2P
ARANNE 74T AE F402 AJER AYTEE TFL
2 AAE] Wi 1dEC] YNt AYFHA HFHoH ZEAE
£ 9% £dYAYo] B} Loj3HA o]FFd & vk W, Af
NAAAANANNE APYELE FBoE HAlge 7IddTEF )
g7l Wi N JIdER FAYES oA & FEistd HAEA
QM. 1 A ARARAAAAN AF7)E TF (ow skill
equilibrium) ©] 2P AT, ZAANZFAAANNE LEVIE TF
(high skill equilibrium) ©] ©]Fo\Zct, o]o] we} ZAAZAAA A
A 71JEL gA 7168 g o g £HE JIexE A3 Tle
G FES PAE7) Wil FH 49 iy A F2 B3t
o Yrh|4e Fie AFE U sFedol st = V1Y
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€ BH 89 ARE BHoR 2 YA E S o|Asp| Rk
U] HuA =R 8t FdA YARFE A& o
(Estevez-Abe, Iversen and Soskice, 2001). 1222 AMAgleh= &
59 gl AWt E F7HEL AR HEAA & A=
Hge 2% AAUEE B3t 558 AMAAE A8 79, 7]
FELS AHAA Y F3ol et N2 e ZAY AshdzkE A
e Aot

2) EX|HA 2 ciy

o5 AAse] Aste #A WE EXI7IELS HEH AF A
TEE Agstn o, ol wet EAAA (welfare regime) o] ¥ 3}
7} BrbuE A3 itk 9 o]} 2 ARAF #AQ Wihe the
dAss W32 E9E Zloth AR, 3713 nAgAEIE A&
of e} 71 7te] i =FAESY FAHo] At RN, AlA
ste] Alslel §A AR L o5 E TR AYEH /AT 2224
& BAENA ZadA =AUk AR, ABFYY] FEH9G 5
AN g ZX e 7I7HeY Y A, 2EAY g4
3} (de-commodification) BEE kA HTE U, UEHFH AAAA
A, F3Fe] FA, FFFY BAFY T AAEY A5 =%
Z39 %32 JMAga, EAle WEs 23] 5 18H AR
BolM 52 23 E A4S 293 g2t =52E-E 434
7)€ AZI7 HAdth oA, wERE WA ki 7 259 o7
7t Bolzoh. AAAGE] B3l g Al sl FHd &3}
£ A Uil g&ste g T oA =S HY whe
o, old] we} ki 7t ZFY e E W2 Aok A& EAMY,
FAoE el FAlte Z2AEL 7199 BAY AAE Y3l
AEUL A} o) AT IHE A F Udhs gAQL v
o W5E4l9] Ad FAldte 2EASS A8 gAY dn 5



MIASIAICH ALBIAI8O] 2l 55

o W] A ¢ itk aEn HS Mu|ARES] n8Ydd o
& Mu|2AA RS ofF} A13AH Uil o] wWE FFHEe
e E b8 xXx I 259 7s48E =0l YTt (Esping-
Andersen, 1999: ch.2). A=, AAsle}l ABAAH Fxof Hsl2
AR =7 @Y (instrumental power) ¥ opE F2A BEY
(structural power) | 733}=|on, =FH-F] QLT ojde] FHO
A71A =9k (Farnsworth and Gough, 2000).

olof wel BXMAE NPt ALz Age] Wsn slon, &
A=Y AHE AL 5 QA HA o] F ¥iztE X dx
B-Rr)EE Aol 1990del A7 EAAA {F L 1970 <
1980t e BEAF7} 489S w3 BReta A9EaEA 1990
A &ddste] fYel A B3/t AWE ke
HolA BAAAE i =97t And dart S A
(Esping-Andersen, 1999). 28t EXAMAe %A AUz 9]
€71 A =93 uie} o] MAFIA G FEAIGY o] =
Z35AAN 7t 37HES 7P A S Bite IvolA EEdte V1Y
go| AAAZNN ZBP+-AE A F USRS YT Aos 879
3 3tk 2 A3 AR HeM e BEXAEY a4 (retrenchment) 9
A (dismantling) & oetn A= 7|1dN5A APAE Fo
APo] o]Fojd Aoy FEY &+ itk

AAste] A&ga A 24T AARFAREL AJZRY £1 8
oo 27} H-FJ Alge Aol FEY AYL A dF3 vl
24 ¥v ALE UFI, EXI7HY {48 FA%L AT (E
32, 2001: 37). AAt de5dEgAe] nEEMY, L5EUNE,
A5EE5E Furte AL oju] B& AFE0] wHESA A H
&1 Sle ARdolt) cl2id JAdA FRe A o A3y
AYT Qo A sl ARRA BAFe] 7A€ mids ok 3] Wi
‘2 FR7} ohd ‘& ARV o= WEY YR Al7]o]t}(Rodrik,
1997). Hoj&o] AAse UE, AA BAS7I AF471E o
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FA7n 49 FeAS FUt TRYE HAE BRIl
48 2¥se A2 FAH v go] Z7] gFo] A7) oFt
(Pierson, 1994).

(B DM He uis} Zo] BEAA ZE FYEA A2
< A% FAE FFol FUketa Aok 19803} 19953014 FE

- AAIAM AR RN AR she B3-S HE, Ad 153 B9 AL

U333 BAAAE HF 24. 1% 29.34% 2, H4Fo] H|F|
A 22.6%A4 26.1%2, AFFY BAAAAME 13.1%0A4
16.8% % F7Fith. olg|@ Az MASY 93 £d ExZ)
o] £471 Ao APHu Yoe dWd FE23E vz,
To] A FUed F32 2o el AR AN EE LEEA &
=] ghe RS HoFr,

T AR EARRA &S 3 $EA AHEE B9 AlERY
Az F4 L go] ogA W gtex &+ gloke dA7 A
o duabd, AAste gagiste gl 4 e A3 RA

ft;EQHIS’J THuy FTAEAY) | A oldFA| AgAux | FFoE*
(GOP tie %) 1980 | 1995 | 1980 | 1995 | 1980 | 1995 | 1980 | 1995
A}igj;q 24.1 1 29.3 1152 | 19.4 | 89 | 9.9 | 84.0 | 80.8

ij:ﬁﬂ 22.6 | 26.1 | 16.2 | 18.5| 6.4 | 7.6 | 78.0 | 77.8

;jj?ﬂ 131|168 | 80 |10.3 | 50 | 6.5 | 68.3 | 69.0

' FFEe A8 FA &AM FEAZY v i)

FAIF EXMAE 879 deolz, #AJs, x29o], 249 T}
B, Be3o EXAAe BY, @, ZFx ool $& ¥Hdn,
AfFe BAAAe 97, v, F, wAA=E FEach

A& Swank (2002), pp. 126~127.
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B4

Axze] AYE dPYy]) fEoltt. AEAA ] AU} #H3}
o o AG-drEE (E HolA B ble) o] ZF I7HEo] HHA
AL BEAAMA Y AxF Ao|& Qs F7PER A2 g AHUFH
£ BolA HJon F3Pct

Z, 8 37t WelA AFaA s Aadel 448 g ¥
e BEAAAZE B ARARE A3 sin, AR} OA 7]
& BAAAe 54L A3t o|& ATl 98-S £
w &l AAte] g gasie] Wsld] AWsid I7PHE M2
e Aue] JHE BoFte Aotk 2BE JfaY-dued
27} ¥Rl BAAAY fYEL AAe AT Muj2FA 2 of
Polghe ARF2F Wge] A7jdME A8 FAttn FFHT
(Esping-Andersen, 1999).

RIMRR REY BY

i ApRRIF39] Baae]
Ex] 4] A B2 A A B2 A A
EX|HEAte| Ag
7t & GAA (marginal) | A %43 (central)
Al & F44 A A A
= 7} AA 44 HEA (subsidiary)
X271
837} 2d | 33 2d HHFe nd | AR2EY 24
. 7V&H {d (kinship)
Adjel F8 P | NEH LRk Z33<] (corporatism)
Z7}52] (etatism)
dAde] F8 99| A 7} 7V
2AEsS Az | 2 HA g iy
SEAE A oFg 3t AL
tEd F7t o= 294 £, ojgelo}

28 Esping-Andersen (1999), p. 85.
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ag

KB WA Ch2B
SXZ7HES M
ERY0Ktrilemma)

AAste] b3 Eikdstkel wiste sl F3He BX 5719
AAAGgL ofo] Azt #(lversen & Wren, 1998) 2] EZd v} (¢ni-
lemma) ] /Wd-& B3lo] Hoh FAHoz AHE + Qith. e8¢ A
29| o]FAel 71 AAGA N 4 ss7he A2 ojgs o
7l 98 ARAYE Ao drhe M2E 27 Ads Uk 2
21 FFe AAAFE FASF 3] Qi AF EX S0t 3
3 g4 g £5HFE A8 37k AP FFE Eele A
ol wj-$- AYA HUh EF B Mu| 2R 2 o]P L A
243 Mul2g] 22AE 7 dBFAE oV 25885
A7) 27E 2 HAh ol AN BAZ77T 3
Hale Eddute] 83 AASte 208k gt ARty F
7te AAAY, £59F, 123 ngFdEe Al A A E FA
o 4% & glon, A F /RATE 948 + Yz YA st
€ 3A4E FHd gitke Aolvh(FAR, 2003: 406).

(Y DolA He ute} o], AASt SAaiste] o) A3}
o EXAA F¥E2 M2 OE AUAES Adgn o ARjF
o] EXAAe n&Fde FAAYE FA] At =B A

A¥A%

FEEBEREE Afze] BAHAA

ASHE  AHuRFe) BAAA 243

A&: Iversen & Wren (1998).
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Fasstn AR BEAA N SEAA A (workfare) 4H S 331
AEHES I AH%E gt ARNFF EAAA M
n4ZUe ASHE S FAE A wFAZP AT RHFlH
BAA =] A{E F381 AL (social right) HEE AT F e
HF3H JEg 7z el Fr|Hoz Irke] AFAAEE AY
& 715Ao] sloh BEFe ExAAdM e AN AEHES
BZ3AG wFA Y AR AGEol VI8 AR B o
T B2 £FY FA2 A3 7Y AFnga AR =FAR
AL A% wet n&FUHE HAYANI = AFE datn Uk
ofo] A7} o] MAZ BF7te EFY vl F35E9] o d¥F
2dqloz AAze ojsty} gaiAbE 2] ¥sle] AWl s
74| Hshe dgY BSSHE olddte o =& o 8™
tl, AAzte Ao FAs I FEL AR A AJUS A
stz ek NE F71ENA AR A ARG &R FA3
& BXANA Y Ay &) wE MZ e FEE Eolx itk

4. AiSjEH Hslo| FEiY : MTH HMY YXHNEY B3

AAZ A 3710 FAEE PN AAE AHeE 8 A
& AMdolR| g, $jollA AW E uish o] AE F7te] FAd vl
dge F7PER A7 tanh AAdes fYHd FREe 4 =
Ve A o2 TAAA & AR wdY 23 HAUSE B3
of E5T AUANAE FAT slen, YA F¥ B2} 7]
AET 2 o] thay] did M2 dE A AAHe A
g3ta gich oldf wet YANAE PHde ol IFE vAe AR
o FARY — 534, I, AAFA, AAAAMNEHY —
& 272 o8 il gt 2303 AARe] AY o 13
E EXAES AuAdge] F7PEE M2 b ofe FRAAW
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£9-dri o] ARG AAY, EXAA 32 E (path dependency)
22 Q8 S7MEE A2 e AULHE RoFda & F Qo
I ojst A I7PEE E5F SAHE e AT B A
ol A=A B (institutional complementarities) & X|U7] W&o
AAS g dg3r] A EAAT ARAg N F7pdz 2}
°|& HQltke A& THAME ¢ "ok BAlo B =RoME Fy)
o] BAA=H 37 (political institutional setting) o wre} H|Azte) o
ol Mz gau, old el BXAe] HAYH} dEthe AL
dxstazt gt

1) AL SXIHA kel My 2ok

AT BEAAA e Azd HAE FRse dTFEL AA
g% B8t AAAET] FAAAAAI} chFet 539 By
AE FASTHe AMdel] FERIT o5& T Ze F 7|9
o84 EAL AT (HAE, 2004: 392). RA, 719 2 7dAF
of osle} FrHE 2L BEXZ7le 43 AU 298 YL
mE A, AR AdEAY BAAA e £71%4 29
of mz}t Al A 4 2 fAE 89 Ee XS ey
AAAA Y A=A wge] Ao wet A Bx)Zrte) Ay 9
A7190A ARl BAe] dig MEE AU &S uAgon, A7)
AN BA=7Ee] AUAF AN P Aol what AHg]ER)o] ol g
A2 d57t b2 old uhel AlSF e AR T} M2 tes)
95 Ak (Manow, 2000; 2001; Mares, 2001; Swenson, 2002
Crouch, 2001). °l8|g AFEL BX|I7}E @R Ese FH2 /)
dateln] BA57te] d2ag-& AFo ke A X (politics against
market) & 2t HIPH 7]F o]EET TEHE N2 o]&
2 Az g

AR BAAA L] A= BYS e QTS 22
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A€ Fse =AM RA, FEALAA, FEAA 2 J19AH
FZ Fol BXAA S} oujF dAE D1 deA A= Begyd
A4S Eo UM E A RAY FERIANALY] AzH §40]
B Az o Jg%& viFeA dAsEn duh A EA ¢
BAAA e HeHE tUFe HZ ATFES ‘=52 BHF
BAZ7ME Agshe v, 7|rHES BHA EX37td i@t
E A8 Add distd &L AV e3E =29 Vit
o] BAAzd e Mze 239 3} P wet g - 3
on, olE& A EAARY =7 FHslA A7 o] S HAH
A3l A P& Ivkn Eo.

A, Marese ZTFxsl o] AYJEY =9AFE =F2H,
719 2 7199 E, 7R AE A 2P E Fol M
dl, =73} e Aold] wte} AEA Hge At van, 14
FHz AARY =L B 4 It AolE HAgTa 4EE
oh(Mares, 2001). SA7 (2004a) & WF3} o]F f-2jvete] e
Z7} g RAY] o] UMA gx dEART 7I9EA i R
¢ olHE V1Y =28 s e =59 233 FdA
3 U} ol T ATEL EXA R hFd =52 71 2 7
dagel MErl 223 P et A2 g 5 e, od o
g EXAE PAo M2 g 9¥L vite RE FAH.

o2, FFYIANAY BHE T ATAES NE I7HE
A FAkgio] FoQlslel we} Zigiel aFdte 71EdHT n&E
3 R AR #F o8yt 2] Wi EAAAL] g A
2 08 9% vAdn F4ech(Scharpf, 1998; Soskice, 1999).
olEHW, TUrIdEel EUFH UFYIAAE Ve s FEYN
& = A%, 74 YurAA7)4 (general and broad occupational
skills) & A'd vl&d F& uisd 2228 AL R ol
el =FARANAM g nEgE Hte A 2 A
€ B9 BE545U7E (pecific skill) & 538l =Hpr|EGe
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dAA71ES F5318 & Aotk

8 7] oA AN ShxeFAY HEE IF YEE
Agel Aol AYFAA 28RS ZHojol & RS A Y&
. 2HER SURFAY] WREFAR Ad 80 He n8E
34 714E8A], a1 £5FAE T YRIAE Fo| A}
olfdtt. 43 R&ET9 £5EYo] AXEA ke FHA,
2 Z2xe B3id Easurleids FAYelsy Ao e
A7 &S F5FuA she ANASE /T2 (self-reinforcing
circle) & B98HA FhH(FAR, 2004b: 90). °l& ARAZAAAA
o A3 mgojztn & 4 stk

shdel] SU7|9d S0l LEAS E3lE FEPN FHHA FR
o BAE FTsle BE, V1YL $UFAE U8B Itk 1 2
3 71hE SU=FAE A% LHIE FIsin, S Az
AYEE M ST AYF - ASE A2 AN ¥
A Fozn i £ AR dotd 2509 & A}
3 A3 (social wage) o] g AZE Adr} o]g} o] 13202 7)
Ao W =FA oM ALEFES w3 23402 A HAL HE
¥, ZEAEL Aol dAtgld i o] glo] E3td ¥
71eg &53taxt & Aotk ole ZBANAAAAAL H¥A v
olgtal & & UTH(FAMR, 2004b: 94). A, 7] ZIFEC|A A
YHe 22A $UYY, 7199 kA, 1885, A3 BAA)
E 2 AR Ha4S AA%Y M2 98 992 21 gidn
& & I (Estevez-Abe, Iversen, & Soskice, 2001: 149~50).

a2y AR EAAA 1) A=A HEHL o7 =3
A igoltt. AR BAAA 7t A=A BENS I BA
AAR 7| Brhe o}27kR] @3] T84 Aje] AP L RS
€ © aXe AFo|th(AE, 2004: 396). EF WA Ex)H)
A 7t} BATL B (consistency) & Ak B = 17] R QY4
B BAAA o] A=A Bebgg dutstaly] oHoh oA,
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ZANRAANAZ BRE 718 oA 5YUL E5Fe EAAA
g, 299 ARIFFe] EXNAE, ¥ 4EL ARFY H
ANA S B5Fe] BANALY] EAol 2¥E EFAAE fA3e
Aoz A Utk ol AAHEAY {¥o] Zrin 3 FAAA
o] §30] & Ao] ok A& RAgth addx 73,
ASHAY wES 88 & o, YLHAL EAAA o] A=
A HgAol 2ARYE AL FFE F gk A4AASL EXAA
7ol AAA DB (lective affinities) o] EAFTtL & + Utk

a9 A AS EXAA e A9E AE L oo @ it
U g 531 o] R0 7l o] Feire AT EXAA T
e AL AAIHE Bl o] FAAXH, FAAA L] FHE
AR Yo} HADA (policy-linkages) & F3t] BHRETD €0t o
sk, AAAA L] 42 FRPHE Folo] ALAFT BAAA
2 gA3a, o] § Alo] 9% AEE viMge d4EE s3]
wj 2o]t}(Shalev, 2001: 288). olZid], B A=A 22 =
AEAE 2 ER A G ol HARFTGH, FEAIAAE &
dAHe) JFL dol HAHEUL, £HFYHL & L AYFHE
TG Q1A AL G wgken], FEAA L 71GA
F2E 349 P ol YAHUTE EF EXAAE AHE
AR el g ol WAL} wpeby Al P Aol WE o33}
7] Y8 e AHAg0] o) R FX Y] diF VAL £ ¥
olA & ¢t dErh

2) AT BY YUY

AAFPAEY FHAGL YA g 874 ‘EE3e A
o] ohuig ‘FA && @3she Aol7ld BAAA e EXHA]
dAE ‘AGA'Y £ ik o] 2L d9A UYL PR B
AAR AL B3 olRolA}, g FAAHEL BHAY #
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BoAA Fodste] AUNE o8& AAE7] sled s, AAA
Ae A2 A7 AE Bl YAAA S BEAANAE P43z, o
E AlolY A= HgdE B13na @k (Shalev, 2001: 288). 1
ad 3323 FFA FAA PoAEe gL FA = 873
of o3 Aleplert. FAAEH FHLe FYEY FHNA FARE
AHgkatn, FeAzt AYBAE FAs, FAAA At §2
9 71A=2 Z&3ta, AT APBFo 9FE A (Hall and
Soskice, 2001: 5). I EZ AMAsl go] Pyl nX& o
& A42% A3 FANA=A 8730 wat g $ule glok

AAGA D FHE A B AT} 7199 FBHL AR g
719338k Aoz AuEolol Pk 2TERE AREL 5
o 34 R} 2] o] 2L 8T E 4359 EXAEE QA
3 AREY FL ‘ol 2 FF AT EYAE I FAA
=3 874 23 ok ol HAeolA Swank (2002: 5) = x}Ee
olgieleke MAste] 3ol Zuel AEA Y Mg F3Fe njx)
€ = BEAAAY F¥) wa} Zols} 9l& B ohe} gl
FAAEA 874, & =2dY L 7GATY 72, J9H olge
EETY, AAAE, AE7A By, 34244718 JPs} Az &
o et dadn #4910 ga2d FAAEH 3L gLy
2L F 7He A E Bl Zule) AR A sl Qe n)

AR, FAAEA AL AAsle] L e AHITE o))
7t ARZRAGNN HAEE ¢ de FeAS AT (Swank,
2002: 5). BAAEAN AL AASZ A8 M 2 &8 BAY
YD ALBIATE ol (nterests) Ut A AFF2] o]B|&=7]0]
Bdhe FAAHES 877t FHAR A dEE 5 YE )
BE AZHAU AGE F e oA 53] Fas. Ex27}
9 fA R oo feld FAAES @732 71GASA AL3)H o)
theted B EA (veto points) o J&L gg Aol 9

A, ABAH 23] AA, vidAREAG 2L TEEH HAA
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T, I3 9808 59 FAATA 84L& 719A3A AR
Ao et HEH O R ZAEE + gtk o] L FXNAEA ¥F
2 AEAA (pro-welfare) o) E AAstE o] & Fjajc}, v,
g A, thrdel A A5 wAY AAAE, A
e FAAFHVF| 59 AT BFL BXZ7te A9 7Y
A3A AR o] LoldA #48 F e AL AT EF
o] ARRIFFe] BXAAZ EFEHe I7HE0] At Aldlrl At
H, uE& YA FA9 Al € 4 3ok

A, BAAEAY 874 FAFY AP & P33t 53 A5
o] AEE & J=F s 7, /M, 283 PEAE 5 33
ek (Swank, 2002: 7). & By, ARRZGF AASL v hEA
o} e XA AANE 5 A3 g€ Pl g ey A
Z7te] AEAT FHA i AR A=E Pk olF A
gl N BXZvlel AAHY Fihe 7HedkA g Aol gz, o
A3 A e T A5 MiAFH AT F& I
B3] AAn 25 A £ don, AREX I #HsS
Wb - AAARA HTE AT e ¥l Aok o]’ st
A BAZ71e] 49 71938A AR o] Bt} &4A 88 &
it :

A0, FWe FNATH FRL AAe] 9t oju&=r]s}
BAA e AR Ve 9% FEE 2T & 5 Atk At
3A z2gF AAE FASn TBH AAAZE Arsie FA4F
3 Aol AF3EH e F7te] Ao 1[4 8F AP 2L
B Az 471 AYEH AN M=) v ot} Wi
gl Fo A AAAAE fA 31 A AAACE dAse] Z9F
A Ago] EAE e AFod ZIdAHH AP T EXA
E9| &hdhe A 877t FAER FYdA F457] 4ok 1
HAez Aol 2534 ghE E7dn AFFAL el 33
A= @734 w2} dokg o s wA ke Aol
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5 dE: MAACHS AIFAE #iBt B YR N

A kol Ahstq @5 FRe AAFEZ2Y L 38 3o
AATz2YL AAAAE Fdke 1) AGFR, 2 FARTER,
3) =BARTE, 4) EYPTE, 5 /GATEZ T HIE 9
olg. o] e AATFEEAY AN FRe AXNBARY, A
A4, 3844, =544, 43 AWMLY, AREYYY 5L
ol 729 Zujat § Az IS FPsof g} Hut
31, AAste ¢ AWl FEE HaAESHE FEjee
HoFUdM EFdte 7IdEY 7Id8B Uid A (business
confidence of firms in national territory) & FA|AlH o} d17] wjEo|t}
o] HHdA FHe o= F A9 YL dWHoz FedME
< Hu, AAFZEHOZ MY & 4L e ABAZE s
7] A& AEH B3 AXE vlds o} g,

wex HADGAEL AAIste] gl AHate] $-2]7) A gk o}
& YAAA g BAAA Y FHo] 4 - w]Ae] AFAFAAAA S =}
7oy BEAAAR @5 IA Yrhe AL B A4 9
87} vk ZFARAAA A &3 Z71EL AIE0] JAHoR
THAAA & AAAA Y 23 AAUESE T3l AA sk ggd 3
HMe ZAPEE fAst ot B3 ZFHANAAAA A dge
BAAAE A & o5 F7IEL AASY dFsld) 7d08A
AP AE 88 AL 87D o, B AFA (resilience) &
Hol FAXBA (flexicurity) & WL 2.2 3k AXIE] EXAAE
dAAA o3 gl

53], #d9 2FANAEAAAN &8 7L 2HFY FAA
EE FAGY 4EU8E U AAAAR EAld k] AR
2E0e FEG HHE AAH L A3E Foo AFE AY1 3
o #8259 7159 ol @ HAAF L AAste g o
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v 273 A8 e¥olehe AAAY T2 sl Asl ARl
AVcHE: & BAsY &e AL 4 FAl AF 71949 AR
gE 2] 98ME MR OE o|HBAE AW AFIAGELS
2% (coordination) & ¥ (cooperation) o] PR3t A& HoFr)
AR 233 €Y A A AY Eak olUel A4
BAE Holstd & F71e] AAYZE AN E PrHolga &
Ack. 284 #38 29 F7HETS d2A I e ARE §
g =370 /e A=A B3 —A3A A= ‘Folo x3
A 71 —o] A&l A Rajrh. ¥z BFsta, F¥s o
FF AALEE B3 AEE olHE SN ARPDENY &
EE olEo ¥ & Slertd uhe} At3lA el sheAde d8 g
3 3T AR fUd0] gle B =89 HEE PFL vl
&7] ozl $m, PR tig A/t ARE o A3 A Fejrl x4E
7] olEt}t. metd FRe Al A3t MAEE f3td,
agjx Al ke AT A8 §HE] Adld O3 22 3
THE Bt PG YA FE Tl FTHoZH Al H
Az'e} ‘Felel 221 JIWE thAUrtel ATH(AEE, 20050 304).

AR, e AEE 58E Z3sty] A% Bl R (distributional
coalitions) & FT-3jok gt FuiAFE FA3r] HAM e AMES
o] AFA AR VBT xx2ATe] 58 AHE A= B
FE3tD vARE 22 e 43R 5 I AHE HHF D
£ 878 #8% F ojok it BuidelM e =FARNA
A= e ARES TEEY, =FAF Wl D gt B
ZE 73slodol & Aot wEtM FFe i 22 FHET X
& 4 3lojof gt

« AFQAS A i BN A5H &2 U A
« o] HolAle H&AZ 2R} FAAY IPE § UAEE
37] 918 250|AAH
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HestoiT M 11 H M1 S (2000

AT 2AY BEFES ¥l A8l AT 2RA B
5428 L85 3

‘oA 2 WEFE 2 Be F42 B Ae 1834
3} A EAAA S A

cH Ao AA F1&ES B MHAE 0 F AET 2% R
AAE A4A

A, A¥E 7199 AAY ZEE A B A (productivity
coalition) & FFaoF Tk QNG A%E Ase] AAMe A
4.3 FFoA VPED A52F B AHET o JIdn
227 1t #ANE ERfof gk wepM FFe ey 2L
AL TFE F JlojoF dnt

HE 2 7 2AT =F5AF FAEZRE AR A B3
o xBAY TEE HE

AT dAE YEAe] o] Rl F URS IMEEY FY
FAPA YFEHAA delM A4 Ee 4FE £83d @A
Ag W

AAHE 9 A7E a7 AAsiy AGESEN JHdETY
dE3 2Fo] Fedteg e

Az 22 m8 2 FEE FEoE AT £ e ¥
A &9

AU ARACNA §F 2AEA 2d2 A

84, AE geol 712 AALHE 3l Fre oS
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2. Social Policy Change in an Era of Globalization

Dong-Myeon Shin

The purpose of this paper is to develop and assess an alternative
perspective of how globalization has shaped contemporary welfare
state changes. The impacts of globlaization on policy measures are
quite different across nations. As a result, we are not likely to see
substantial convergence around a business-friendly social policy.
This paper seeks to answer the question why the actual domestic
policy impacts of globalization are variable across nations. It is my
contention that globalization has actually had quite uneven impacts
on social policy across democratic nations: the direction and
magnitude of these effects are a function of the path dependance
of welfare regime and institutional complementarities between
production regime and welfare regime, as well as national political

institutions.

Key Words : Globalization, Production Regime, Welfare Regime



