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HAjolZ (formal theory) R HPSITAL Sh= LHAe] B4l Cislo] 7Pd@ WHstD ofeist 7}
YozFH B HYNeR TEsks dTYHOIC) 9N TETPHIM TEA FHL
5o 7|YEE ARBSle U HR-20P) ch2ol FAX S2o|R02IE FECt 0 22
Y #2850t BRI U= YHOIEE CIEH WY RopoiM #2Y 5 AV HE K8t
I Uct H4ojEo] Folo] o FYo| UKL, 12D OfFA YHRYR TREIIHE
YR ¥, F X APARIE AVKSID Ut J2I0 Yalol2e| FE ciE dYsly, F
A|0|E0| OiFH| BHH HED HAE T Uy HE =2lfict HA0IR0] HEtlel WHg ¢
5101 7231 #2E T Urke HE ROIFIA sl ct,

1.ME&

% 2]0] & (formal theory) V& AT3tnAL ke e EA disld
S 713 (assumption) & A3, ol2f¥ 7P L2REH HES A
A A (deductively) 22 TZdte dFubHolth AT 9494 =&
oA #8HQ FHT 59 VPHES AH8ste A9Ut &
7] W&ol BH2]A $=8o]| & (formal mathematical theory) ©|2}i e H-Et}
(Hammond, 1996:109).2)

AT FHollA FAol&o] &3 AlZle 19508UZE, o] FA
e F&% EA % (inferential statistics) ©] HHUA 08 AIREHY A7
olth, 1950:dthet 60 AN el e} (behavioral science) ©] F] 3} 2
o, ¥R AEZAL Aot FRYE Fol| tisld FHH /K¥EE
HHse o B =88 V€94 dHFASe N2 FEH 7Y
E2 MM R8% A8 (date) & WEET YAE ARES AY
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e o]ETAE Al olE Y PuHARH AFEL dEE F
H4 2AH] JPHET AT 2P E TR Wl ol8e &
3 - A gEtele =8E AL HolUoh(Morton, 1999:14).

B2 gol| A o] Pef et HFL W H 2 H o] 3} (nonformal theoriz-
ing) 2 EAAE & Utk et 7Hg el F&HE 71ske ) dl
& FAY 494 =gy 3 E83A Ye didd A9 gF
¥ #F /e A ERNE dustete o 23 € T2 ok 4%
< %A Yoo AH87HA 7 e A2 AF #olA] o] EME
dre drEA ¥ AoE IFEHAU

a2y o 1950ddd]l oA %A 23] Egivt &
B FPH A7 B BHE 7ol ATIYoxE B3
I, AT 7hed 7HE EEshe 7ML 2N F8E ol Ui B
Z7} AA d557] AlZ3 T (Johnson, 1989).

BRI & GeFHeto] F{HE o|FA2Y, AATS HET o
B AR ate Bolil e B AH o887t HAL o] FolA gow, o}
&2 B Eob dig AFFAE M HH BHE 7]l
7] AlERh 1950 di¢k 60 d T A A et BRe &
AFAER stdg FHol8d Eo BHE AEE RT3

Aol P rYe AL FEHoZE AT Feld A
e 2 ¥ (rational choice model) & 93 wjF-o|t}(Morton, 1999:9). ©]&
T 432 Fx| A (political economy), HX|2| 73A| 8} (economics of
politics), FFAE (public choice) = Hel& A (rational choice) o] 2}
1% EEH, ZRAF 3t AAgY Y-S H 85t dPdhe
NEE AT799S elAFen, BAgAEH A IRETY 1A
A 4528-g uieog WA o] AFdgede A A A
o] AU HelF PR o, ALHH AMxol o8] Foixl Aokl
A o] fojalE JHRIZE AEAEel AAE AIBA A& (FY)olgtn
mhetgit), olg{g AR &dhe RYEL /MUY FAYH, A=A
Tz % d¥olghe FH8LES /Y, B 7T HFHAY
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HHEAC FAFLES FYMNEE o83l At Uk 7]
€ F2 4T FH9 gzt g4dE red, HA #8e dWUE
stol #Al, F7Ie] A%, AHA, oI, HFHY Y Fo
AFFAE 73389t Johnson, 1989:397).

TH, Pendte) JHoMe 0|84 Ediyt £ Fe}r] iz A
3 dFe NEE 284 B4 38 AFE & de o8 Fn
3}E A&AHo R a7ty 22 HFAH o] && AMshe
Fod Meke AYH AAERE =£E o]&8 WHAIe o T4
7b Ak wWetd dHeze AREHE A4 2o dA" FA7)
He FT7ote AT ofgd dE dWAME FAH Ry S
F7ete Aol YAYA HATHMorton, 1999:13~22).
o] & FASA Yol Y ZyY 3t (formal modeling) 7} F-
ojn] oj¥A PAFE FoliN LY + UestE Y] AT
o2, 7R E3FAHQ ooty L AA e & Aol oY
t} o] &o] Roo|r ojRA BEY & vt Ui dHe F
2 Z29%(Morrow, 1994), 3 ¥X=(Hammond, 1996), X.& (Morton,
1999 & A&g FudAen, FHol&d t avle HeEe=s E
vl A (Hammond & Thomas, 1989), #HAZE A9 EZ A (Kamps & Polos,
1999), B@F} Alo)x (Brehm & Gates, 1999) 9] AT AL3I3ch

ofgfoll M= WA F2o]Bo] RARIVFE HBE F, FAHH AFAL
HE EUE F2ol&E Astaa dvh a3 F4olEe] ¥8o
ol’ FHol slom F& EA Ml AderHE AME ¥, 4¥Y 97
o} %A A3 AFE F JertE Adstaz o azlz A
Me AT ATkl FaolEo] %A E8E F derld u
3t E=ojstaat gt

PO S
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2. YHo|E

olgo] FYelEAl e o]89] 7184 /P ES WA VEEE
HAdE dfol Poe dHole o8 (R@m) o dA7} gith o8y =
2l EF FusA TEolof din, ol2ozrE BFPHor HF
7Fed 7HES =&k a AlEsdledof gt

At =EA ez ddAel don, gt E3Fon A
P2 o2 BF ol&S 87dtn Utk weF g 84F0 FYs
o, B8 Mesn WA dado] Us (internally consistent) ©]
8ol EEHHAY ol A= Z&FHQl o8RBT $edtn B $
it et =2y dBg e v vk Eie, olg FPdEe
gol #Aetel AN ZHolrt. 23} (formalization) 7} 714 = Sl
T &% ut2 o] Ho|th(Walt, 1999a).

o] B2 AUAAY 8ol st BH3A WAE g™ 7}
A AAstn, o2 7Hge 9uE d9Hor m&ste Holth
5, FHcl8old A AAlel tiE dEFE 2E3le d T A
A gojol s BHEE d¥Y Fd 7P oY FE (axiom) & 9
P&} (Morton, 1999:61). ¥, M0 & (informal theory) o] @ A A
AA] g o] dojA FHolct oligt AL o]} (ideali-
zation), F YA (identification), R ZAA] (approximation) & F33Hch,
ST o2 ¥ REEL Aoy FLYH U HA #F Ve Aol
sty Foi30 Aojrt.

ojffel F2o] &3t H]H ol & It FREE Aol2e v 2
€ H< € 4 3t (Hammond, 1996:111). RA, H4o]&e] AL v
ol ol Hlate] 713} =27t Bk £9dtn dEsite He B
T AU AT ole e Aololth, EA, Holge A 7}
A, w8, B2 34 - 444 808 A3l EHEL. Ao
A F4Folm A HelX & o, o] =F FEe| Aojan
g+ Sioh AR, 7P & AolH e F4ol A Agse AL
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Feto] HAAH g Filo] 22 /e oz HeEHn g
the otk melr 2ol 89 7]l F&E onlie HH o]
EolA A9 7hed AEY B s 7HE + Uk AA A
o] 8 ML ol fE AMH ey =EE AdMe Ao A
Aveze FHPsite A& Y] dEeth ojgHoz FY
2P dtui] 3ty "ae ik X £ o8 g dY93
o2 &3 o FHE F3n W] Wi, Aol 8dMe A
o2 FPsta gt Y-S AMSSte AN L Fohfle WS F
2 g3t

alx| gt v G 2o] 29 dojd FAMALY HHo| gy 34 FAH
Ale] AFAL iAo, mepa 2 o]&o] H]F A Aol o
B3 E ¢33 A s ok F & A4 of gt FAolg
o ety WEy, AP PG Ao © FabH uigd] digh
Hg ol € 87she EAE dFe dee FHEE $v opy
g, dgslzie @7l BEaAY B84 Aol 84 4
AAAE o) g3l FAFPTRE A FAY3] wEolnt. wabd &
A2 887] JE F2Y AFFAEC] 2A3Y, ol FAEL A
o}z AAANAE B8l ol&siA drh

HH Al Adojg AYHE o|&n sRVIXE, FAo|gk V&
A 7P A B B FAHAQ] =gfo] i FEF A
g 7o AR F41HQ w2 2R ekt S =&
o, o]ZA =2d UEES FEHE HFE 7 U= 7R s
71E gk

1) ARyge 7%

ARy L Ndste AFAE Adel 7ol = FHoln dAd U
ATFEe] F8 EFET EH|E viaT RIS TH}=
Hole ol&/Mde A% Feld - dHF o8] F2 AHREH 4
A 23zle] e te 2ok A4 RY L ol tsto] P&tat
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A BE 7 ES A3 AL o33l o AHEPT) Yukze
2 /MEL 7938 5 Je BAEE WA FAE £ U F
ARYL /Mo RE AEE &5 W&o dgyelgn i
71 & BARF YHAQ aadd, IRAL vE BE F&£HA F
ol i3t Fojd AA7L 57] w&olth (Morton, 1999:37).

dd FARFo] spgo] EHEA AusEz Jyw, oleF s
WEE e A93 FEE B3 TEHARt gl PRl
A7 2EH 7S g AU e LF7 44 daE 223
A Eohd, o] A998 FEDANA Be 2571 H4EA ") o
g3 LF7 HAE + 7] Wi FARYE BoE dRAEe
BYNEA 8L g Hd Fdo HFEHd, AAA v B
gt F&stA REE 7y 4R B 8] #3713
A YA EIeE TETY F3e ARE E2Fshe d 9
o] A3 Y& TEn, FAY U4 =g EoWwle
Ego] 0. I olfe Y dort Y Y wun An
=2 ui$ Hedy] dEolty, g o] &3l Hrh ZEAHQ] o
#FE 7L tFd EAL FAHl . thdIH] B3 EAE F
Hite o &8 7@ FUYF Adofo)7] Wio|rh. dwrE dole
olgiE Fiel HAE FAEA BAE Fx glor ARE =&
b 888 = gith(Morton, 1999:62~63).

Vo gRele] A9 Fgo A H e (theorem) 2H EHE
o BHolgd HEEd d¥e HAEY =8y FAHU FA B
of, vtk HAZL Ftrug Q1 Afolle AU o] HAERE Hi=A] F
olth. ol&2 ¥¥ HAES T WA w=2ly Al e
HAERZ FAHE o]&2 duste FH M AAdA Yot 22
g A4S 7o} Aot ol d4H Aneln & 4 gl
€ e o|BdMRH 22d FEY U Ago|AY N2 AS
7Fedt gu)7t &8 FEolth Fele 3% (proof) & B3 =8HA
FE330] &ulEILE HrhiA "o
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Al 7 Bo] AHgdte fol2e B BEF st Utk
2ot e Felgn ¢ £ Je E8FE lemma) & HE FHY B
Helg Tk U AAREAT I AAZE 3BT guE He F
Ao AFE on|stn], BEFE (orollary) & Fele] FH42A 2
g Eahe gojojtt, AH4o| 2o o] M dFo| HiE
JdAo AAzRE FeE ddsle Aojgn E & UTHKamps &
Polos, 1999:1778~1779).3)

AR L o] 8L Bl sejHoln JHAQ PYor nse
B =222 Fu, 2 /MY P 71E2F d&5E Folo Ho
e AY8d 2A1E & 5 UEE Bt FHRFAN S AE
sHe TAZE B F838, S EC) =elros dudE A
2ol s d4AA BAL $83 FHEE LS AT
zolg 7]goo} @t} ML B3 BEFeEHN, dTAe H
Halol 8ol Uehde =dide Ben 25E Ay 5 dx,
A 220 HHY & glE AR AFHe AHES WHE T
% 2 (Morton, 1999:73).

FARgo|l JFarl e E ofF AFHA ¥ HFEUe
AS B8 slx, FAO AEA B wis 2HE W AT
e mEsloiof dir} of2d FARH L dvislel Al TEH
Q WETA (trade-off) o AB3L YT AAH}A &E & U 7t
Aol Mg BFAo) Frkshd T4E YL #AFY T e Y
% g9 o 2 AT, 1 N 2o E A3 A8
F 9lE gtz H5Ae BS o8 €. 1EE oW 239
95 ARE ol2d A3 NEEC] AR drivd & F¥HE °]
2o gleerld 98 ok 4 Utk 2¥e Mg AYde £
A gk 02| MsES Wslo] it FPEC] BY A9 712 FHH
o}H(Gill, 1998:922).

e
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2) HA2¥o| 7Y
& (Morton, 1999:75~97) o] m2w, FArHL O T4 Hg =
Y, @ AYE 273 (bounded rationality) 2%, @ AYoles =3,
@ A2EA 2y 502 FEY & don, = Aoz §YFi
© PR i AdolEA ¥ YAzt AgH oz PF&lA
#etn 7Hgske Aol 8l RYeR FRY £k ttn @
O EY BARY L AMgEe £8F vy wel ggd s 2
oln Ut M HEAHC2 &I Y& P& F3FL Y
A NS Y (rational choice model) 3} A o] & (game theory) o|T},
ey Hegnye ZRAYH| L FEAAQ =A At}
oiFAl AEE st dE dvty Yook (349, 1985:37). HalA
ARy, AA ATEL R & Yz glon, PEL 53
Aol BAE A¥3tna ¥4 R, AUNEL B Y5
AL + e ARE Ttk AR, e EXE gdste v =
ol Hl& WF < Addtin sMg st §elF dg o|grEL Al
2¥E B3l AF3HA HAAE deststn 3433 (Morrow,
1994:7~8).

A7A7E GAAE Fed AYE e AzFolgkn s Eitte A
2 A BEE HA glo] ARH oz Hte AL M eke
Aolth, ole Y% RYRAT YA} BT ALE dte Ao
2 7HSEE 879t ole 219 wHEE FUEY & e A
< 3] 3 £3 7Hed RE FEE &30 onjoy, 1
U AA o2 AdE Fohe Aol olyel, ‘vlA] A4S de AA
H s if) A3to] FFooba 7 sk Aoloh, watd Fely Mg
< Uzte] Atzmsle Wl dig el m¥olely| Bk o Ay
oA Qzte]l A AFHZ Helertel i #8% o) FAZ (approx-
imation) o|2tL B o] AAsj}

gelA Aol i dubHl wiBe el Age o7)Fel, A
AFJA Pgo 2HE Fohe Holth a3y 07139 $5L &



YyEoiael Aol w8 ¥

Adhe geld Adde sPge EAFA geth PFe] B3 o
A (altruistic) d % Uk, Felgol@ ATAFY FHo] FAEA
E2XE F730e 7Y W, o)71H (self-interest) o] gkaL A 8= A
& olr}(Hammond, 1996:123). F§F HE=A] JiQIF9)Holel= e
A A= e AR Feth $Ed AdYRye YARES
MY = Az, TRA, I3, 714, oYY, #ACH, 371
5 A9 = Jdo #$Ed AYRyee Yubdoz FJdoiy J
A PE= MAFYAA G FEH FE Jhedidn g &
ojt}, utatdel AR E BAdte 4%, ¥EH A9 d#AE
< A9 ZAFE AUA Ade geF dxrdye] s dBEE F
ks F33ch (Morton, 1999:80~81).

Aol AFH F3ALd] i £3F F4olt. M Ee
A7t dzpa 434S 2Ysishe 83 doj2A 9 vig i
o Fxstolja] o] AHES 1 UTh(Morrow, 1994; Ordeshook, 1989,
1986). HA ol vl 2ale Mgo] o] Meo] S
A Aol# HE gHA o g ke FE uidich. Aol
E7Hee 7 YAt Aol FElAolgtn Rony o] o¥
A P AJAE FEste o 23 YA 43L& Atk 7}
A gk

Aol &L E3H AVZA FZ(social structure) o] thated Alusle
HE AT AdE HEAZIEA YAt MYt AAE FEst
Al A EA =7] WiZelth ol AW AlEH Fxo| RHo|th
ghok Ftel A& olFolule Ao FRA A, AYYF (game
tree) & |21 g &2 setadct et ARE s G3o] 12
FHolghd, AYdelA Bt Adg B8l =Ed Aoe oA JF
& ukdstn ok Foi7 ARl Alggel deo] TR0,
AU gzl Adshe HEE 49E & Aok AYS b
s3to 24 ol#F Azte] F2E WMSAY £ 3o, o3 Hde
A3 pzel AR}E oldiste d =& FU (Morrow, 1994:304~
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305).

Aol &e] AHL A gl 2L RETHe Motk 3
AL Foi 4% SN PBE Hedch Aol e
WA e g BEMIIEE ghEn, AdagA dge] 4 de=
nES grh £ dE JaAge] SR deto] Atnshks
BHS AFHEDG. gl AR Aol JFE iR G
Qe 2 o, Ad, 234 9 AA 2zt oA PEE A9
IEE olneste BHIIESE Frh

3. HAl0|B2| #8 Al

o] AolME Ao| el th o3& §7] HAsted HAATE 2%
2 g}, AxE el T2 A (Kamps & Polos, 1999) € &< (Thomp-
son, 1967) 9] Organizations in Actionol|X AA|E BAE H2|&F
a3l d9Fez AP HE =AUt A 2 €S
e2d BAE o83 HHIE B, HHAA AP 2 uH
shelelx) 2add o8 AAEL Hol FAFAI L A RHAE B
t} #g 4 AUAch. Hammond & Thomas(1989) & ¥4
old mHozE HYslr] BAd A AdA EAdRE I
HE3A FEsL Ut

1) =Z|o|& AT (Kamps & Polos, 1999)

AT 29 ¥2 A (Kamps & Polos, 1999) € 8] ¢85+ F<& (Thomp-
son, 1967) & Organizations in Actionolghe AXe F8 FHEL 4
2ol 2g 83l ATFAHAL. <o A, A2 20| A
3 A5oEE HYdE E7En o= FT AVFAE & F
& fEE AHES YA (proposition) & AASFIL lon, FAI A0
E2AE ol HASE Ad9H o2 ATAEA e (theorem) 2 =&
sAth H2ol&8g AHEFoEMN o]E 238 <& (Thompson) 2l
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ol ¥ HAIHA G§Ud o7 FAAEL Hoh FAAT 2 &I
T ULk o] AFeM e F&ol AN AAE FA A J1R]
T EF o3 slou, ol e ¢1967:19) 9 AR A (Prop-
osition 2. 1) o} & AHH A4 HAF Y ANstnal Fo} (Kamps &
Polos, 1999:1781~1787).

9, 23E 02 /19 & Y, 00« o7} YL ®¥
g Aolth, & SO & 29 92 qujshe oz FP) o
& €%, SO, o) & o= 23 09 323 & FHE Ao}, 3
Az L z2x9 § Rt Bz 0z P B
(Thompson, 1967:10) & BE 322 7|&3 7|%E Addoz
Fshe FAd HYS JAFdhe FY2FE Za dda o, =
2] 7led Ee 98 YAE TCE BHYY. &, TCO, 10E
17t 23 08 71sA Wio|d Sfujojct. Bzl uig s&H
Lo B R S S R e M R =

- He| 1 B§pz3
V A COx) = Xx) AN 3 ASOx, ) N\ TClx, M.

© 71 23 x7b 2|1 yrt x o R A|0lY FAlY yI} x 9
71EA YA y7b EAgte A9l x v EgEF ol
Bel 18 Bz o] & i) 71e4 W4 (technical core) & 713
FE i 885k 7] Wi, BgzAe 23 & A9 sle
A 945 7 HE#sHA sHgshe Rol Besit

C7FE 1 71 d e fYsi
YV x v A TCx, ) N\ TClx, 2) — y = 2.

c 7wkl y o 2 B x 9] V]ed #Molglan FTE, ye 29
2 Lh=g
W8 12 $E7t o 239 §d§ 71463 g4 el =
A + ASE HEW o] e A4 F9Y 19 71&4 a9z
Zoln], olg thE =&A e (lemma) 2RE] B} s,

- E2FE 1 ojd BEf22 9 71e3 A4 gz ol
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V x, ACO(x) /\ TC(x, ») — SO(x, »].

© 871 ek k7t yEhe J1ed A& sl BRaAele, ye

x9 3 ZZ o,

© BY A 10 i, BEEHL dAxAA 1ed d4dg #

A 7K 1 9k, 23e 23] el red gAE
9. 2322 593 279 71ed g4 ez,

CX o) /\ TC oy tc))

= (3 te))SKoy, ter) /\ TC(oy, tcy)

= o = Il

= S o, fcy). Q.E.D.

Z39] 7123 Q4o Habe 23NA o s Fasich uebd 7
3 Yo 2RE Jed ¢ B 2844 AAske 2 ¥
49 71EL2 de 2Fo] fedith o] A& ¥l H7}(ration-
al evaluation) 211 H-21, REVAZR H71§) 7leq sAL
ey ez Wrtdoan 7Py,

K4 2714 gL geEldos Hridoh

V x, M TC(x, y) = REVA(x, »].

© 71 ek yoh x 9 71Ed dAolgta @, xE v E HelH

o8 HHE Aol
ek 220l EAE 2L FelFe Hrgdd, ole 1
el z 2ol g EFAYE SolEe Aotk (3H9) 2F9 £y
A4E UCE vyedtin & o, UC(o, u) v o7t B84 vs
23 Yde AE Auigth. olgd %4 REDE EHEAl 9
EH, RED(0o, u, t¥ o7} tcE 98 uE Zolgin dte
< Bdshe Zlojth. 230 &9z & el oz il ¢
o] BEHAAEE Eoldin Axgdohe 71 e 438 4 ok
M4 3 23 e Ao WriHe s z3q sl E3ay
€ F4stnx g
Y x, 3, 2[ Sx, y) A REVA(x, y) /\ UC(y, 2)— REIXx, z, y)]

pul m\m

- 271 W 7k 19 BAZHoln, 27t yE WAAO2 Wrlel

27t yo E84dAlRn oY, xe yol U B8U4 2
Foln k)

T
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718 28} 3& AH83ld, Bz Ui UL =43 E =5
4 gtk

- E8Fe| 2: B2 239 rled d4d uig BN E
Zoleln =t

Y x, v, 2l CO(x) A\ TC(x, ) /\ UX(y, 2)— REDx, z, )]

- o7t x7t yeke 7€ H4E M BgxFolg st 27t y
o] BEAHAEQ A% 2 yol g B8HY 28 Folnx ot
- BY =2 1o g8 71ed BHL s xFHoln, 71 29
o3 ole ZAd o #Fo Hrido, oz s 39
o8 23L& 7led Yid dg BFAYE Fh3tnA
CXoy) /\ TClo,, tcy) /\ UClte,, uy)

=  So, fc)

= REVA(o,, tc)

= RED(o,, u, fc)). Q.E.D.
Ag7A] 2o i AelskA] €01(0, SO, TOEE =Y
A B HA UF &€ AHsidh o)& B8 E¥zde A
& (Fe 1), 2L dx shie Jed 848 i
(1), Bg2FY 7led A4 dHzIold FE £F
(=&l 1), okgd BEAA (U0, #eld H/HREVA),
22 (RED) S| g €08 =38ld, 239 7¢3 H49 A
v Z3A o) F80 713 2), 20| 43y} FejHez ¥
7t e 2R ddtd BEANE THed & Bol Fadlen
Fon(UH 3) st BezA e viea Yoz Ry B84y
A& Eol3a ke A& =& H(=84E 2.

Oy ] A 2.1 gAY e wetd it 2L
a 713 g4 dig #4899 d¥E AdaA o} (Thomp-
son, 1967:19) & HA & FH3 1A Pt} B wad, 2L
§739 Gof] FTEH] glon, ] JI B HEH Aof
o2 o]Rojxich. e MEL dEHoln, Az WS
gsln ot A9 AGe 22 g FHA Aot §879
WMES F18, 8739 A% CSe F8MY, FL(te, £ o) € tc7} o
2RE ¥E fo x&EHA ke gulold, CS(t, ¢ o) ¥ w7t
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02HE A coll =EFO the Folth. WEH A BFE
FUshs 9Ny golz 8739 9F¥E ENVIE Hedud,
ENVI(tc, i, 0) & tc7} o2 %Sl 874 9% i =&= e
EHolch

- Ho2: ¥R ¥

V x, v, 2l ENVIEx, y, 2) = FL(x, y, 2 \V CS(x, y, 2)].

© 97| ek x ot z2RES WE yol =EHO] AU EE a7t 2

2Z2E 9 Aok yol =&H Jdtn I, x& 2 2FEY IF
yol xZ=o} girh

e ey g8 239 BEAE Rdste F8 9ol
2}3 3l th(Thompson, 1967:13). $730] E&8AGE op7|gdtte
Ag BH@s] Yot ARAAE Edhe £ CE AMRRTE
g EY, Cli, wE i7} ud oplPdthe Fdo|th. §49 I
Z3e g4 E 2T

c 74 g7 JFge BEAEE 2P

Y x, v, ZlENVEx, v, z2) — 3 JUCx, v) /\ Cly, ]l

- 871 T a7t 22 RES] 8734 9% yoll 28T, 29

AN 7t EAstn, §739 9% y7t BEAY v E 2T
F&ol AMEE 8] A 879 Gl 71U EREAYY &
A B3 dAEo] Uk W FH FFe2FH oplHe
B S 4tz JoE 22 L $749 dFoRHE F9
2 g Adsty & Aotk o|E P&A BB Ast SEFF
e €98 AP dE B9, SEFF(o, i to€ o7t Y I
2RE (cE Addthe A& BEE Aot

- Feol3: A

V x, v, 2l SEFF(x, y, 2) < SXx, 2) /\ 3 v, w| ENVKz, y, v)
AUz, w) /\ C(y, w) /\REDx, w, 2)]].

- 97| et 27t x9) 9 EFeln, v wrt EAseT, ze v

2REQ 98 yo 2=l 1, yE 29 BEEAY wE 29
33, x & 28 93l wE Fade S IOH, x5 2
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2E z & adstke Aot
ojAl th A FHE & Ut
- He2l 1 BgRFe 8§49 d¥HoERH A Vel Yig
At
Vv 2 ol CXx) N\ TC(x, y) /NENVI(y, 2, v)— SEFF(x, z, )1.
- 8471 Tef x7 BYEAClR, y7t 29 1€ d4od, yit v
2RE]S] P 2o =EH UMY, x € 22FE y & 2D
- BY =¢FE 12RH, V€3 g4 gzt P 4R
B, #8749 g8 7ied d4o E844 e 2% &%
2 225H, B2 Vil H4d st EFLEE F4%
22 =3}, aRE e 3¢ 9ity, 2 FAH JyY
o 2R Ao 7|eH Az E At
CHHoy) /\ TC oy, te)) /\ ENVIKtc,, e, 0p)
=  SWXo,, tc)
= (3 w) UCtc,, u) N\ ey, )
= RED(o,, u, i)
= SEFF(o0,, e, tc). Q.E.D.

ol Fele <o A 213 FHRY2 AT Holoh. 8%
o] WS FL, 8739 A%E OS2 3= €08 =YUsto 879 3
g ENVIE A3ttt (3e 2). 9de Yeblies €9 CE A}
&3], 879 JFYo] EFINE 2dddn P SEAH M
4). A¢E Jehlie o SEFFE A9sid (39 3), BH2F2 &
79 ¥ eryy Jlgd 4& Addre A& =EHAT o
ZA B =&dte WL 1¥e= FHW (ad DI Aok
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a8 1
HERERS 32

Aol 748 2 74 4
E—Srl?éal E%;éal Bel 1
H1 714 3 e 2,3

A& : Kamps & Polos(1999:1784, 1787), Fig.1 & 2.

2) AlEHof 28 A3 (Hammond & Thomas, 1989)

2o} EnkA (Hammond & Thomas, 1989) © AlEA| & F8) o] Fo]
A Add 93 ux|x] g ASFAE 443 AL 7l
 FAE FHol8g AHgsld FHstn Uk 2Z ] AR JE
< XA e “FYE AFZA (neutral hierarchy) & AA 8= Ao] 7}
TR ARE FHII] A, FIAHYCRFE Hu@e Al o]
271744 st ety & AM FBG Aol AeHE RS 4%
ot o HaAeate] AAo] FERHE W FRo AR
Fehn ok, Haudeapt e FRY 2R M9 Wdte 239
HEE 28 Aotk Yoz RY AFFE ddsHe FEY
AEE FoAR Aoz M3, 2HFXE WA Aol 3413’&31
ko] Mgoilx WslE ZeaA] @ettd, o 72E FHHol&
B8 4 Qlth. FazdEc] FYF FEY AEE Fo= ?Sh_
ZAFzxe Wyt Hugeizte] 2R JEE Y, o] 7z
vEgHolzln B & itk oldldMe £Y¥H AFAIL %ZHGW
gethe FHAFE A/18nA o} (Hammond & Thomas, 1989:
160~172).5

e

!

94 AZAZ 28] getde A& Hol7] Al AR FYA
AZAL B4& 9ot 1233 o] FHH AFAY F4E st
A e ASAZE EAA g€ FEES o)E T RE AF
Ae FE3oA e 288 =& €
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Ho| 1: A3Ale vhe B4E Ad FRALETZE (tree) oth

H1: 23 o8 FELe ity AP FF S/ EAgd.

H2 : 2zt 2449 /9 4599 &3t Y S, < Tt EAgitt
Zt Y i€ Sidl &8 Uit oA Aegg g

H3: 2zt 334 7ol et desds £ 7} Eqgct, d9dare]
B 9 A el At dide] HeAl e ¥ 81l
. 7 £ 9 Hele AEME 9, A HY e FAH
ek 2 YA "R g 2o o gl 4 £ @
4S9 Uehg g

H4 : 2 232zt Hagdea jd dsld ZE 2&Rsie A
e e A geae e AEHE (advice vector) E F
340, S, 9] theh& Ashe 3 A o4 (aggregation function) g
7b EA et

Aol HiI~H4E ENZ oJFA 3t FAH{Ho| o|FfAle7}
E49E & ook 7 st ge 2kl A £ B8 Sr 9
tiehe Mgich. 2 2 U S S ofd B ARHEE
A&4uQ RAFRNA AdHn, FABAAe YHYF g &
AMgEt] S & § uikkE Mgt o] AL HuHe| Al o]j27]
A AZAE wet AgEn, Hodele AR JHPr 2.8 A
£3ld S, 2RE e Mgt Hojx HAghe] BRI S =
29l AN AFAE A7 dge gk

Heol 2: o 54E 7 AFA e B34 (nondegenerate) 1 A F A
ojt},

ND1 : HAg 2789 dijle] Sof] Exfgich

ND2 : H4g 299 stZ el Ut

FHH AZAV} e YA BHE 44 e, e AFA

oA FYAHQ FAAH ] o|FA 2z FHAY BN E ZHFof

of gt

N1: 2924 Ad 3 (neutral choice rules)

zk SR jol e, fi o A (image) & AR S 9 ATt

o] A& Z} 3 UEC] Foi FFlA S, T ofd dickE A
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g3t ol Aol A< £ & AHEE e 879k oW 393
YEZ 54 dictl dizle A3 Ak gevhe HAL 24 &
et 7Hgske Aelth ek HdeEiA e oste] oW thlo] &4
Aejgctn JAchd, ol deAde B3 viFYHo|rh

N2 : 583 A3 (neutral aggregation rules)

2 2 Hupzt i Wild, g;9 4L AY 59 A
oltt}.

N2& N1Z fAbstch. 2t A aeaiet Hadeixle JATE g8
AR, Sio &§ oW oichE MEgict

N3 : 934 A5l (neutral jurisdictional assignments)

BEE /o B3td, S; =S

o] A& A9 &% ol FFx o] 1she digte] AA F
A SEHH ofh uite ddaA dvke AL AAYR F, 7
7igle] 2eld F e Uik ATdete of® dFIHe A% ©l
i 71 g

N4 : =93 JAZA R} (neutral decision makers)

Sell o] &ALk} (binary operator) Q1 7} SlojA, FAdejAet Hu@
g2t} 2 AL A Qo] g9 FHel Exste 2 A2 H
@i ane Sl A are (@rze (@rrcan)) 9 & 71
N2olM e HARE giw olgdiA et 4 JAAR A FYT
FAFAE AHE3ta, AATFE o whsoln Ax} EJF Sof &3
Aom, Z AAEAAIT Agshe FA ] oAt MY
RI2RE W A4S FAl 20 Agdtie RAE on|d

N5 : FH3 HIVE (neutral grouping)

olgARz}t o & A (associative) |},

AL gtES E7ske Wad o3 gdeixA etk & A
A7 FdAolek, ¥ FAHAESE A2 HAdhe
Wel daglol o] HAFE L HLEojof it

N6 : €4 dg3t 2% 7HsA

3 Sole FHH WA (right neutral element) Q1 7} ZAZHY.

Y a€ES ace=a

& Solle “o] EAl0l tslo 7o} girt'e 2 FHA uito] 34
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£} 3t

N7 : Ada 23 & FH3id 7ts4d

BE g€ 5o sk, Hag shiel Y3} Uit o€ ST EAS

o, a°a*=e7} BTk

Z o™ A Yujete] thale] ojd whlE e digte] EARITH: 2lv|o]

th 3 2ERAe o|AL SR Ltk AAEtL, ThE I Y

& “olAg A TA'L e AANITE, o] F A thtE En

sro BAFe|AE ‘o] EAl] dialed 8] A FAHH AL 8l

e 23 & WA g9oh

N8 : gharl x| 3te] AR FYUA (decision neutrality under unanimity)

gheF A 4Ea ANyl U 2% S W-GY, F&3ud JHSs

o) Azte A&HaEe] dXE gAH Tt F, aca = a

wgelz Al A4RSERRE FUYY Ude AL

erhd wteA] oo wpelopul gtk ojnlojt,

o] 87FA ¥4 F olx suax HutsA =9, 1 Adbe oRAE

HAL 7HAA 8 Holth N4~N79 7F4-& 4 (algebraic group)

& AR BFET <S, o' Uy JYA S olFgA¥A -

o Aol THFe] ohith A¥e 4 HA L ditE HEd

o, o TEANH

(1) 2% (associativity) : Soll & 3702] tist (a, b, o °l HH3td, (a
obh) ec=a°{beq.

@) BGSute] EA: RE a€ S 3l ace=a ¥ V=g U
e € S7t EAPL

() Aarg tigtel &4 2E g€ Sl el aca*=e & UEE
et a* € S7F EAFT

o] 71 Eo] YF&TE FAY] HEd, el 2AE FHHY

AzAe ArAGHY L BAHshe o AHE F 3o

=1

el 3: N19M Ne7tx|el S48 Ad ASAle FHH I

el 1:3% o4 dflzge] EAdhe FHAA B3H AZAe E
A2 et

BH: (S >E N4~N79| 9@ diFdoir}. ek 359 3413
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Ho] SERE 27t 3, xp, x3& AHEm, TE RE HYE]
FHA Uit e € AYHAA, olo] & MYdElE (1), x5, 13, 0B
7% 4 ik wof 39e) REpeyt giohd, BuHAE H&d
A FebA (x1, x, x) 2 YERE 4 Sith NDI, N1, N3, N6,
N7t H4g 399 st lolehe 7Hg el sl 2709 Aoljt digt
%, YyE S EAPL (1, 22", 98 22 BHL, (3, vy, 9F
y2 BYE o, ol& AL Y] o8 ddE digteln,
N7AIA 7% uhet o] x*s} y*= xs} yol At digtelth N2,
N4, N5l 9jsio] Han@ae o %€ Wi

8Lx) = x-(x-(x~(e-(...(e-0)))), 2L

g4y = y-(y (¥ (e (...(e- N).

N6Z N79l| 93t g e T3 o] F2E & Ut
x°(xe(x*e@)=xc(xex")=xce=x

a2y N5l gdtd FIDARYD xeo (v -2 e T (x-2) 2"
FYstch. N8# N79l| &, olRAL x-x*=¢olth WM x=e7}
goh. FARE WEe2, gdnE v (voyT) 2 Ha AE y= e
o meM x=e=y7} H9, ole I Sujd] @A 3t oigkgt
Johe AE gnjgich 22t o)A Sofl HAF F 7l oigte] gl
oo} dtth= ND13t 2ednh Wb F84, 44 2 A4e 39
oj4e] ¢l Aldelghe 18 4E BEEAelt. Q.E.D.

NIdlA N87kxl AAgE FAEL 5 AFAste] FAZAH A
Hae Mdrksd e AANY] At =dHUTh F F4 o] gol
HEEFE 0] UL A7} Foloe Aotk AR A
Zt SAZRE AAE AARYNSAE Bretn, AW 23Fze
AA8] FEHY F ke A& BAFa ). oA HYE =&
e 3 ades W uF (2y 9 Zrh
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a8 2

He19 =RUE
(Hammond&Thomas,
1989)

Ael1: A%A (Hl ~ HY)
$
el 2: 348 A%A (NDI~ND2)
3
7k B394 849 (N1~ Ng)
3
el 3: FHA AEA
3
Bel 1

4. HAlo|BS| HHL THY

Aol ATFAER 3 F o8 =els dBHE B} 79
Al AR=E e B9 oyt AAAA HE Bt A 4=
€ =& TETHGibbons, 1999). A2o]&e] FHE Bt} FH Ao
2 AREY O3 2ok AN, dBA (consistency) T =19 -4
(soundness) 3} -2 o] & W AT 7IFES AFPche Heloh
B o) 29 AL o8] BE&HolA] frhe FE A B
& Aojth. FEAHQ o]8EL ¢ukAEQl <ol djmjigoz <l
ul7t BEsj|7] 47] W& FF AT e WXz i
gt dolZ BEE e FAEL dojx 49 FA= s 2
3 FEES AR B8 Arshe dodle ojeige] B &
& YA AFHA gL 7 EC] U = AUtk AT o]
BoMe F4E& ZHH R Aed) A F39 e F99
A A FHEE 87tk =2 dHE ASdle oS
213} (formalize) Bh 744 w=elde] Z&g HASA Ha o) E dF
& & A drh 0|89 dBAYL o8 RY S AYEozMN HE
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& & Atk EF Ferl 3oz RE =dE =3 Anedan 8
o, Felo A =jA e dAgn 8 & ok ek Ast v}
BEA7t oldetn o, o] A% 1 =AM dAEHA ¥
Roltt. &, o] o Hele oY dZo] oYy o] EF FHel9
FAE disA R woF Fert sbge Zgetn fohE, o
o 2l o289 o] dAdm £ 7PPe) g dYste A
A =AE ALt 48 ¢ 3tk & wef e HH e =2
g old Al E negcin 3, FeE £ EEsolor I (F,
Bele dZojch, wE et e/t Felrt 22d oE AlE 1
AT 3, 4 o] FHert mEHeXE S B H49g 5
Aolok &t} (Kamps & Polos, 1999:1778~1779). AAA =2lo] 4@
Ao ARz A8, FARFAME o2 RE o ¥ FE
o] E2HeXE 9% ¢ & Utk Moz RH 2EHA g F
L Addct. £3 Moz RE AES 2&dte A A Q=
& F7H4Q AEE A2 F e AR PYHE 28 £5 U
E3 239 7|A e 7] RS dolde N2 ZEL B
ofd % 9tk (Morrow, 1994:6). wetd HH2Fe vHYA =2
o WA dade dEse dix #88 & ik

A, ©189 AA3te 484 F5E HE3] s dNsle W =
+2 F 7 UM FEA A5 A (quality) & F3A1Z 5 Qiok b
Aol 8ol JaiNE ©R] dvHEY AT £ < 9ok dE
B, Tk X7 F7HEH, Ye 42T Ao dAEt e 49 @
A7t AEAR AFY 7127 B9k 238G 0|89 FAEe X Y3
o] Al g 5 FrFEHE TEEAY, od 9 HeTt X
g YHe] BAE AR E WAGAY gozs, Hoh Bapaql
HZol 7Hsdt=E Gred, o]EogRE A sted 429 42
7 & 7] e, AEAH HFE YA Ve 29y £
7t AL BAE o= AE BHed 5 ok £ F4se AAF
g 22 AAL FASE vt 43 AHgdte der =88 &
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T} (Hammond, 1996:112).

AR, BARYL FFete 4 EAEo U dde Z¥ES
FH sk wel3 728 Heoldd. F4EYo] AEAH A= ¢
2 v EE AN 497t dvkx skal oMY AEH Aot
olgg FAA v BF Fse Folo] ARHAEI A3
€ 8310, o= FEd EA7 derkE B foldtA FHold
T Aok 71& 233 Zolrt v ol et #RAAE AHE & Sle
AL 8L =23] A8l 239 =83 T2 o Hrhdoh
BEAY AL L 9 dFelAe AE AT Fd A7
FHES AMFA TEoldth EI FARFEL e o A4y
€ A% QANA NEE BFEH dEFE AANE += ok w2
Aol 53 23 M2 dF8 479 mlE F vz Holo}
gk Ztzte] nElEe YEURY HFE 7iXH, olgL V& 2y
of M2 FEYolt FAld diF MAHE fEolA Foh(Morrow,
1994:6). webA Holg 2 dde] dBE HelEe] A4 P o
A FAH Ue7tE BAFCEN AEFH 7] F} (Martin,
1999).

ol2{g o= B3t FAol& £ I G4 E Zn U
Bk ofyel B2 Wi #4 3 ok #HEX (Hammond, 1996:
13) & AHol&e s v Al 7HE AFstx sk A,
4ol MEe FF o7 wEol vH2lo| 2ol vldt] 284
A7t By & Holoh. A, F4ol&3he Fod uiF oyt
AFE&83 e A3 71es a7k AA, Fol&9 rl&
2 BE Wio] A7 AT tig Ext3e] duirer Ho

Aol 8ol tig v YL Ay b =2 e
A3 BAAA gk feldo] ke A Aot o] o tiF vl
< B FAF o2 493ld g 2ot (Hammond, 1996:114~116).
7 BRI v #E Ao &o] HAMAL Al Bo] gitke A
Holt}, ol 24 U viPolgtn & & u. AR o) EI1EL
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AAA S 2ol BANE FANFI7| Bk 8 R¥E
37 dEE d 2o #4E 71gelx ok e EAA A gig
BAe RE a2 AAVL BAol 8 B/t AL ok AA,
B H2 o] &71E0] Haol&3he HEH AAY FHAAA o] Fo
A 4 gvke d $95tm gk Bol8e] #F A¥A A& 2o
1 e olfRE, WA FAolge AH 24 F dFIH FABA
8} (welfare economics) A ATE "¢ =3 A2 IA (paradox)
ojn}, BFx|& Fof Fo]@rte Z7] MuiEo] BXee] LM A
E Fgoiz EAl9 d4EE Bl FAdte e £ F A
ob2# 19703 th7tA] Aol &7 ¢ 47t AL Holoe A
E AAE 5 Aok mebd 2 Bt J e 5o dFAERLRE T4
7hden, doz Hoh B FolErtEel TS Ha ddA
Aelle] 82 B} ol 3l& Aolnth

E5), Aol ddg AxdA desigiths vgolrt. ¥|A
Aol o] Wgd np7tA 2, H2o|@% FA I (cumulative process)
& B3 o|Fojztt. 7] RYEL wi¢ DAY AT ol
271539 EREo] oA Fm3lr} o] FojA 1 AUAAL o
43 FHEC Bt JHgA tkd & Aok 2 23 1990 ol
Eo] F2lo|2EL AAMAY BT e Eot & vl
A HAck aox BEFEn BE 48% ol@EL = A &
AAA L GEEE A3k gtk HATE B39 o|g2 #HEHA
R A8 Ay L2771 dioith. q4Hs s F8% 93
=3} (simplify) ©joloF T} (Morrow, 1994:312).

AR, AHo]&Eo] A9 HAYHoZ AFHA %3 Uthe BlHo
TH(Walt, 1999a, 1999b). °ol& "i-¢ BBE H@o|ry. R FYEFH
Eol A¥A Aol &AL YU FPAH g HrHA T ek
t}. AT A RFsA g FEte HAHE FEH HFNA 8T
e A gd3] t2d. 2ol & e Fred ATAEL o8
AgHoz AFse u 4o YL vimA 23 Qlda & F



BasloiMe| HAOIZ #8 T8

gt otg3 SAEN #5d RS FYol& HI BHE
Zt3 gA gk oy gHolgs FANEES ¥ wive A7
o] Eoldd wet o] EAle At Add Ao B

5. Yiolgn 8y 4%

I Bt Fel&T AEA Ayt MR FEEH ke AAR ¥
A, e AT e FARYE B4 TS BEH e
2E HrHE 4 glojof o, AEA Avrt B Fashr] fsixe
A Y-S 43 /M 2ol dadite FHEC] A= ok
%, B0} oA EE 2+ A¥H A7 ot APH g Hrt
g ol&3d A7t "asithe Aot (Morton, 1999). F2jo] &L
AA &4e0] & (pure theory) I &80 8 (applied theory) 22 g F 3
t}(Morton, 1999:47~49, 61). TFolEL @AMAS] ojd d3& 1
g BAEE e o] ohlgt dAAAE 437 Rz BHse
Ao, §80|ES Mddhe o $83 4EE G2} &8o|E
e FANAY 4 - 4PH e ALY F UEE UEE Aog,
78R AT APH e & Jbesith £aolEd g A7 E
EU2 80|83 dAFrt sbedith. ol EdE §8 Ho
theFsta PG S8ol89 WA E A em, &8ol89 A7
g A¥H o2 Hridtelw o] Bt Ao offojzot & A
oltht. o]& B3 Aol AYH Ykt AV} Bt 1EF o
FoAA £ & dlojof gt} ofgfdlie Hol&o] o¥A AEH HF
7 A%E F JderkE d%staa g

AE oM HBH R FYEo & FEH 2AKRKTE dtFH o
2 3 71 AVt S8H R olRojogy JPdEYt. F, O 4
TFA #HEE o] &g AMEsta, @ olgoz2RH HF Hsd v}
AEL =333, @ =349 7/HES A4 es AH3stn, @ 3E
A HEE B3 vehd B EUZ o8¢ F£HFAY e
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gn, ® o2 AL A&AH o @A drh(EF S, 1998:35~
36). o] AP B& Bk A5Y e o]&F T H8id, &
TFAE ol 718/ € B8 . = o]29 =g & Ho
Austn £ HEoEA olgo2RE APHE HF M
7M€ &3] 93t HHA& dalof otk

AR olgt 2L ZAE sl F-834 €8E F Uk o
Rl AT ol RN (model development) olehes CAE F
7Fbd Boh AAdtn AF 7beAdel 2 KIS 258 4 ok
%, O dFFA Y Bdd 0|88 dsta, @ cJlEoTHE HAR
3 e, @ /idE FARIoRRE HF e /MHES
=23, @ =29 /HES A¥4os HEstn, ©® A¥EH HS
< B8 UEhd 238 EUR o|AGAES FH}AY st H
o, ® o8l HFFL N&H o A drt. olHE YL
&3t B} Fw o]l&swo] sediA ok

ojN® HARH LT olo] i HEH AFE YT Al E
Bz Alo]x (Brehm & Gates, 1999) 8] @AFolla} ol = i},
olEL Yt BEEY AY AYg FAG= gk AT HHsl
7] l8td, AA BREQ Aol Wizl 759 B H Al
3 g w2 s e 23L& pdEiEch o=l
(agent) 2 X BEE AFF (working), A2 (shirking), ]3P
(sabotage) = 374 FERHE L Zethn /Hsta, ASA F
(principal) & RE2ZHE 7P} B RAE dojr] sl zalel
A9E oA RS ANt e H A5 (optimization) FA|o] H@A
31 Utk 7HgEte REE AR o] 7[EREE Egg #
871 o S o2 FF3ta 7t ol EolA JEE v el
Wate] @] HA (proposition) & £&3ATh ol2id 2FALS
3 22 Yo e AEH A7 EWE 75 F, AYH A7
€ 73U ME #REY PFS BHUNE = AEH Ar
€ S8, #8589 947 A9, AU 5o U HE,
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BaEY PP IFE vAE 89 T& BEHR EMIA
th. ol& B& BEES Aide 28 M3 o3 F2 ¥ T
o A#e =¥ @A Rie IFU njAte AHE =E3A
ot 293 zAEHE FEY F, oM ot daEd B4 A9e
AN gty AFFAIR EobA, #EES A F%E v
Ae v Jd, F BERE A, T8 48 % HFe FU F
BEE 21 A5 odR7 Aol 7P & %S A, BEELS
“Z15Hola ANA M E (functional and solidary preferences) ol 23|
718 Foitets 288 &3 vk o] A7elMAFE H o]
B9 882 Hot Bud APH A7 A% &Y sl E 5
A

6.8 8

Aaoj &L B3 71E AFsta ol M FE o' 4
Z2& &3 W& 37] g, o]&& wmeloln 4
o2 AluEEE ven, Bu JEG AEH AP o|RA RS
gk mEbA S dARse Fo] 83, 7ol =eiFor o
TS 23 devt dhe AE F FoEor & B3 ohzt AAA
9] $8% FIUES A7 Uz dHsldof gtk S ¥9
A dRgozM, vFAH oldMe A UHHA ge =8F
ATE Bhs A F U=F Pk

olgjdt F4ol& e FATFEEA 5T BHE 2111"6}_'_ Ak,
o] AL LelER Bl F FFA X (public institutions) B Kt}
(e o Pr“@ F UAEE gEY. FATFZRE HEY S
AR Ax), FRo| FA, #FA, At A9 YF F bt
&t FY 33’&?;*&2 AL d &8s o FES AR A&
9l F43#Ql o4 B AFstn Ut (Bendor, 1989; Gill, 1998).

2 &} (formalization) &= Aol & AASY +F& ¥Y = U= 4
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T AAHL tn 9e B ohg, oy wAHY olge AZ
AFH o2 AYH Al £EE FFAE F JtH(Hammond, 1996:
109).

A ak @A) o] 8% FABFthe ATeE I Bao] WMEA BF
& AL olth skgol al2d g $E Ax, A4 w7 GEH
A G& FE gdon, 8L £&dhe 9 ZEst AAY 287 9
& 4% ok WM PR ve FHe de Re ohy
o J¥d= B7etn, FAge o A 43 748 & 5 9
on, AojH oz o|FojA & o &3lel RHsle FAS A3
2EF 4 9 Aotk

agvin vAAA =Yl daglche AL ol A 1
Pt 2AF A¥A BAE QA8 ANA dToN 223 BB
olm}, HPH 2 VE U AYH AT Ho|2H » Y
o] @AMAS F8 BUANSE 7|22 o]Rod & L v
d 7led@ch whab A 2Esiel g A - doja @z of
g3ztele dstn 43 TH A BA}L o] Fojol B} B4
A .uPE 5¥st BE Ao os) THY 5 gom, ou @
Zg gty e & %2 Trshs AL GRUAS sl uigz
82 ofch

PGS B - olg - dZhe ©] 2o} Thks AT B B
2% 4 glon ol ks A A stoiof Fch Thks A7
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9 ZE 2#st vlujo] 9L AzlolAl UsE W EC

formal theory ¥ formal modeld 1% A HAY AUAZME ¥ He 19 st Fudye
A o] (013, 1985:47), W20l & (34, 1985:33), FelR¥ol & (¥Es, 1992:4), 2
A o] & (W37, 1999:239) § chFstAl WdH D vk A% formal theorye] ©lv]gl 42 |
2 WG SAEqA 2 £ 44 Agshe dele Jh2r) Utk £# informal theoryE ©f
FA HEE A EAolch. it BH %R o|¥F mE deduction, formalize,
mathematics, modellingelghe 9u]& 2% 2§ v formald F2o2 ¥MAS3, informal
< HFYeE WHgshd Bt ouldgo] gAsitin @k o wgel AHE WolEd, formal
theorye 3 2l0]&, formal model2 34 2%, informal theoryx H|A2lo)2o 2 Wdsinal s}
Bendor (1988:388~389) & B4 28] E4c] FSlolun FX&AEA B, opnte O 48
A 2Y3 @ Fei ddo dig shgeleln g/ AR, olE e F& vl #Molg &
AN, 4PE JP o2 RE ofd AEE ofBolule @9 BN g ALgstd FAeYolgln & 4
oz et

g =EdUE FF diF ojgsle o2 A 3, Aol ¥R AlH'E Fasy) vy
Hammond (1996:116~120) € A< SAAEH o2 /1Y o, FolBME A
st g 7M€ 8 4 Aok fh e A A (computational capacity) I RS
444 (information availability) o2k F W+E EOZ ] 712 R3¢ A9sin ok A myge
N AR FARAI A HPe A AR 98 Y RE FRE A £ Aoz v}
ke A2, SRGeA =Y (perfect-rationality model) ok, B8 RY L PYPAE FA|THA Q)
Aded e BRstn AT Y5 /P53 48 ARE AfHcdn ERe AsE, Baud
5 2 (imperfect-information model) Et BHAA8S) AAVAHY (decision-making under uncer-
tainty) 2.2 Fdo}. A YA Ry P9ite] A Fel4 (bounded rationality) & 7V sHe
Yo, AR R¥PL Yxie] AsH L AT UAT oAtAA] YA RE PEE B
54 ¢ don 2ot YA 232 AXsYs) ARG 25 Algslel sltkm e of
T Ry e AFEH AEGolHE F2 g8

olel A& &S Fl 1, B2 § Boo) B WIE o|HE §7) et HejHoz ¥l A
ole, UEdE Wist Qe
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2. Probit and Ordered Probit Analysis and Its Application

Mee-young Ju

Research on social science has been conducted based on various
kinds of empirical statistical analyses. The OLS regression analysis
that has been most popularly used is liable to misestimate the ef-
fects of independent variables seriously when its dependent vari-
able is discrete. If at least one of the basic assumptions in regres-
sion is violated, the model should be replaced with a proper mod-
el. A probit and an ordered probit would be recommended for a
categorical or discrete dependent variable with more than two
values. Whereas probit is applied for the dichotomous{0, 1} de-
pendent variable, ordered probit is for the polychotomous(0, 1, 2,
) dependent variable. In this paper, a two-equation model,
which is composed of a probit selection equation as well as an or-
dered probit substantive equation, is used to estimate its parame-
ters. The results suggest that the model has not only explanatory

but also predictive value.

3. Applying Formal Theory in Public Administration

Sang-mook Kim

Formal theory is to explicitly state assumptions which can logically
and consistently capture the important aspects of the situation un-
der study, and to deductively derive conclusions which proceed
from the assumptions. It is also called as formal mathematical
theory because it is expressed mathematically and solved using the
techniques of mathematics. This paper is introduced formal theory
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in the research field of Public Administration. It explains the
meaning and the types of formal theory, and the process how to
build a formal model. And then it introduces the two research
cases using formal model, as examples. After explaining the
benefits and costs of formal theory, it discusses how formal theory
can be combined with empirical evaluation. This study is trying to
show that formal theory can be usefully applied to develop Public

Administration.

4. Qualitative Methodology in the Field of Public
Administration

Sun-Woo Lee

This research aims to explain the qualitative methodology in the
field of public administration. First of ali, the study displays the
research designing method of framing the research questions,
selecting a proper methodologv, selecting sites and samples, and
choosing data collection techniques. In the second place, the
researcher demonstrates various skills and tips to collect data,
such as making fieldnotes, protocols, etc. In the third place, this
research explains the methods of qualitative data analysis, like
summarizing and packaging the data, repackaging and aggregating
the data, developing and testing alternatives. Finally, the study
discusses on linking qualitative and quantitative data, improving

validity and reliability, and an ethical issue.



