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3ol Byusiol mlet 27|19 X|UEEe| M22 CHBMEIoRA Hujtiac] HADH 2o
LB of] el Sl RUou, AR HHAAT L HE(HH)EA Y 2o fi2|2M 0
EH $E0IM OfgH| d%(explanation) @ T U HE 7S =82 X} B =22 Ay
AR dekle] XBY, UESIY B2|, MM SEXIEMC SMR TR sl Mz
2 ExI2Y=2l 2 (a new operating mode of governing)2@ Hejsln, HejiAe
TR O ERHol| Cislo] AR ofBX wiEint HZTRIE o}, HHulA =00 0|2
A 7igkg sosixt sigicth o] =RoiM XFXoE CiRoiXl O|BN X[HR 2oKN.
Luhmann) 2| A7 12X AlolHUEIRXIO|E2 7 IEA(A, Giddens)2| TAIFeE] st
O|Bolct o] AoIEE S3i0f Aldlel H2f BXslof CiE CHBOEAS] ExiQrale| Hsie}
THFN dd=elE HaMoiMel 2 MxAidoliiel Ex(2d(governing)el &HRo}
HelAe! HaenlE ol oR Al ot

0| =R A Hegd2EMe| HHAA2| 2|8 AEIXMR(social capital) el 2+
#d, x[UAHBEAA(local governance)2] BATRF ARIE Sslo] BAMMOIM x|
e R Mol PRISICEIE AR EES 0l XI ofl 0iEl (X|ghH
29| HHololo} B, XN rasiel RME QIX[E0{0} Sk XX ElolE HASH
et

FHO|: BFEY, eidA, XA

B i 20019 P A0 (2001. 10, 26) oA HEHY =
9 U&S (FRgd7 o 7188 oxd oA Agadae] ApE 3
23U A5y, BPF Aol
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1. F7k2Ye| Helel HHALES SF

1990t ol %e] F7), A A9 Wsle AAA AE @AY B3
A, B84, FAA, B3¢ ol AZES Fo8 ERF
o} olg} £ F7MAEAH FHHSe] diste] 2E 149 A=
o] 8 7H I & 7HeEl Avd2e o7l AgFn Uk ARA
oz B o x|, Za|, AR RoplA B4dA13g WA, 7]1&9
AQALE A e Mol g A Y AFEE I T2ER
o] Eaix|gigo] oj&n @AY & WA FisT gt} o]
& AAA Ao tlgdte] 3G e E 71EY AFH H
919} BA Y FNA ZAH (coordination), ZF (steering), Z7 (regulation)
o 7128 FE A2E WHoze Afe] Hasdithe Fo| =Y
(Kooiman, 1993). ¥ ARz @FUF7Hstel 28 (Jessop,
1997) o] AejAa, FWHozE FX P, FFFEF VIAHE
Zt o8 A TE (meta-morphosis) 7} FAAETH ofg#, A - B
Qojxe] Bu Z7tel 1o e FF7IH AYY Ad Wi A Al
MEe] HEel A A gt A=t FAHI AsEHU Aol
MzelE FeAY &S AT F dUve oo U 3o F
o] AAA 71E9 AFE-EF % AAYFAA At g HHET}
FeatA HJctMarch and Olsen, 1995). FAlo AR AFE (Social
Capital) Eol2he o] 84 AHYo] FAAsHA A3e] {714, A7
Ao AFEE 12 7184°) ZEHR Utk

olZ A3 olgy AW APAA ER, AWdie duFF
o} o] 8o TAY AEH FREY FAE FEF}LA e AR
Z49 AT @ANE 9, 2000: 80) & FEEA, WIAVIAF AREH
£ ZFshe AN FrHdd e FREE 1Y Ho e
A8 A5PYd ot AMARE Y EHAT HE AT
F 9 AA, a2z Y] EL AT dvke AlUA 8



HRE4L Aeds T

FolA viEHATGD HHG F Ak AF FHNA AIAR
(from government to governance), “BY¥-Qlx= AuI X" (governance with-
out government) 2he MY 71&E9] A Fo F&3 FEHAA i
AnE Bl F7ks AR AMA Wl F8 FAFA Sl A& 3
£ U5 @92 diEd dAE dshe ke A JE]Z
AL Foto] 222 2% - 2AHUte WY 3 L9TH Y
29 29§ Fgshe Aolrh

g 2 F7HA3e AEkE wedstan A28 FY A A A A
& 7] fete 4o AAE Ada AL shel &
3 (fad) A HAA WY stz B YT dolstA sidH
lth(e] 4, 2000). AL o8] eAF N2E AL A
235 dgsizle BN FEE oJE7FEC] ANY2Y HY, &
A, % 5ol distd =& ANAGIANE AHI 2 o] 89 P
e AR EgE I o84 REFAA Hejuta] Ratn Itk
Pierre, 2000). ZE (Rhodes, 1996) & HA=x7} ZI9AM 7%, A8F
#el, B AR, ALZHE Aol AA|, A7z 22 o
R 71 489 Adxe] Adg AAlska lvk 98 2 (Guy Peters,
1997) & AMdae] kol tiate] AFRE, HdA I712H, 4
g ARRY G FREH ] 7HAE At Ttk H2E(P.
Hirst, 2000) & F& AW, FAAZS g3, 7IdA 72, AF
T4, MEHA 24 5o vl 7 £8E EA% o ol 2
& o $YEY AR, FHUAA S Avds =9 T
Ay &7 Fojgclez gt ey Avdx Hoe d
Ao B4, TS wdstn 7] Wi o8 FJE 7 o
= FUE gatuke] EAle @48 SA7 =] 471 ohdet
‘Aol 715 o8 A3 & AWdaegte AL AR 2o
FAEG E 4 AT (Rhodes, 2000 67).

o] & AMdast ARYAH & &9 Hel2A ojgA dEE
JEZHE woslde Aolng dve AHIAE 9ate] A24,
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JEYaA @2, AAe ZXAGHe] BHE ETHdle s A=
& £x) 899 F (a new operating mode of governing) ©.2 % 2] 8} 1A}
Fot, 233 ANGAE AT del2A getslr] faiA AL
A g olalE B U AB71E Ato] ¥ E o] & (socio-technical
cybernetic system) 22X A2 $HE APstnA dot. F, A7
&3 AA AN A2 R3] =2fst O ‘”‘H%"okélc’ﬂ 3 ol & HiE
o2, Auzgd ne 723 =29 Ya4de AR, 23T ©
23 =50 d43 ojgA 9= 3 e AE EUs7] fdky A
i Avd 29| oo dAA NG| YRE AAFeEA 7
NALE Aol A e BXFHe] FR(o] FoMe FRIFI ke olgLR
A AN FE AR A5, FAH (governing) ©Jv|7t 7F3tA HAI 3=
Ag) e Avdxstel BAE FHIARA T F, AF7AY AH
dzd g £RE =oEde TEA AMdas T2 2843
AN EAE olgf ke ALEHEA o]Be] A oA Fohfa, 23
g ol259 F8 MIET Avd 2] E4HA =9 (d71Me A AN
A28) o FAA A, 183 =2EE AARA FFdte =E
=gA B4l A EAE FEHRA P

0. AB|7ISHIFICl Ha0) CiEt HR2EMQ| AHHUA

1) AEIX 2slel =& (steering) 2| HA|

AL 71 EA A g AtolwulE o] 2ol A & AL A A L] LA Hdte AL
39 Esbidogre 9§t (Kooiman, 1994). &, AdAME e
A4 o thefsl, B3sidn glon, AlEle] B3] V&Y BAE
& B3, FRAT ‘w2 B3Y (ughly differentiated) AISH A
£ gy A AT Aolth(Luhmann, 1982). Y¥e ZHEAEL °|F
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g A12E ErERUS AlEElnE YT (Clege, 1990). ZHALZ
o] EAg HY ABAMY, BHEH o4, 3o AMETFe tiEo]
A&l BaHy o B F e 43, Ags, AT, #
8A43 dado] vehdx g, ARl B4 kR % o Rl
AE Az e, T E2EREA , BAYPAEH dAyo] =3
3 = Y

w2 AAZE B3tsisan, dFsEe, oeksigd uel Ay
AAAE 2 WEFo2M AMEE ‘governing (BX ¥ & &7%
o} Aol Bl Fshe FEHZH, FHH AAY fae ARE
o] FHolm, BiHoln, Tt $AY WEE £4Y F UES
FA5o]l A& W 758t} (Bertalanffy, Sutherland %), 213X @o
A U o] oA 21 (Etzioni, 1968) 7} tugl Kol FEHAQ] AHH 7] &
HAoA BRo] ZAAA o] AZAAL wAE WA &
M e Avdase BUX], A FxEge] A7 Ech 7t
£.20| & (Chaos theory) = |9} W|&eH A48E BARICL o EEA
7t YAXE Fod, ¥Ert ol Az ALHer O A
RN s2A Hiu, HAF 7lexE Houde NEE Fxg
(structuring) 7} 71tk B Holth (Dunsire 1993: 23). 22|%H Ajo]
WUl o] oM o]g} o] BT AR A A gt oh-gHA & o
B Atshe A7 Alo|HUY o] &9 Wl xH& R3lA ot}
+4 AL A A Al 7HR] BAlg]ol EAlstedl, 1 AR 2F (7
A)Folm, EAZE A7IRZE(FA) FHeln, AR} 73 et
2L AddeEhe Haedd, AR Az A o #3533, o
FatE 7] W), 1 hgo2AMe BAPNE 4 o AHH-
AAIH g 2F (A st W2 2RE ABAAY 7 & dHrt
A28 Z2FAPIFA) e o Aol dha At Sl
o ol AlE7} o}F uEE EEE] 7|Ee FRA 28T R
ol AUE AgF3r] o AH, F "“FAFA (governor) 7} e
AW desielde oA HAe FEAEMYE Y3 (Et,
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collibration) SV 7He AA) AHA o] A7) 2% (A ] 7HE H&AUA o
auketo] w7] wjFo|th(Dunshire 1993: 30~31).

2) AEZIEH AEoMel HAA gl =

M2g Amda o) 2L f7Wst2 Ry [ RdT. AR
of ma} A ARRA L FUfol WA ALE7|eH AA e
AME AB R3] e EED 1o BE A2F Y8AE 3=
A, aAF ABESE Al 9%4, B, T MR
AT ek w2 A ARAAY §e] EriuF £, H34s
HE Rojm, wakM zt s SAENS FEAEoM Y DT
3 B4do] "AHQ Zeojgtd i@ FEAEoIe EAHEE
Aste 7IAE AR HEE s eE o] Wedta, vz A7l A
Mz F&9] =471 lde Aot

O 874 %4 (Dynamics)

7o dEAol@d 71 EA 02 B MY A —wekA JH ezt A
30l — QT TA ¢ A& 7Rl RAo] YE7| W Foll FAFT) o] A
2 A @AM AERT ((neg)entropy), BITEH FE, 7teA
(chaos), 18] 3L B-AYA T2 (dissipative structure) 9 22 /1A E3 44 ¢
#eAgo] g Mdoltt. AAJF EHoghe AL dY 22E
2} B 2 (interaction) & AF2A W] RE o], AA] He] 82099} 8}
AR A 35 AL F3e) Folghe AA TP R of e} vlAl-
27 #EMY ¥ 259 FHANE EHE.

@ #8739 E3A (Complexity)

A A AL Balo) e B33 £ FUdh w8739
2zlo] thgdte A vEe BRYE Gy e AHe
FAsE d drh. Awdast Bx7ks4g0l Y M #HM F
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B8 4 e oJ8eZ Fol(Kooiman, 1993)& YFetx Fut
(Luhmann, 1982: 147~148) 2] 24 (reduction) 9} A1 (selection) &) 7
d, SHE Alo]R (H. Simon, 1969) & &8} (structuring) 70d, ¥
E(La Porte et al., 1975 &< =23} (operationalization) 7'dE A
gk ol A4 AAY EFAE HAAY F3HE-E B
A, AATFzEE ASAA 23S 7L deng AAe 723
& Foo SdBAE ARt I, A 7 eEvit Adoljt
B39 oquig 2 s 32 dHos 233 AL Adste
Aolth, £ (Luhmann) A 1M BE ALEA A TEIAE A}
HES met T AAY BEIEE AR AW, 2 B
o] AAS (8 A Fohet ot dj ol ofle} vz 3
AAAZLE] 380l WA (modes of interactions) o] & WAYE})
&g 2 EAE s Haxe FaRee] s Aeshe A
o] gasitietn FA9h

@ #8739 A (Diversity)

oAbl o] 13, 23, AR ddshe oA AABAY ek
e BUT AAEAEY el ARFE AA BT gl
o A71A Eike RS AR -F A AA We tke] AR
ohe g ithe AL2A, AdFSdre 7139 A gty
v A&, FUrEdAe 233 #7t ddsse 2E, ArFE
e A97 g3t ¥dshe Adolnh. webd BERAAFE oA
= AR A A 7 ol wet ol tipde] AdEda B

S

3) 9EXN MEIROZ A2 governing

FolM 7S AR B3, BB mE ExAe WE o
Aol s B 4 Utk &, ARBIA - A3 governingd ¥
< UAH (micro-), FA1A (meso-), AAH (macro) T FFAA9
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PRI F5AE BFAN dojdth MA ] PRt FEE
€9 Feie A13e B34, 954 dekde wgsan ) dE
o z ZA7t B, GFHoH, gl B drh &, 43
ZHgEo| B FHCE dAso vehrdt 723 AN} A&E
oz BsjAln, #HE ste sk, MRo| Adoldt AuolE A
A Eol eAsHA At webs Avdzel] tisld JEH oz FI3)
e bR a9 22 4FARI 4538 AR 1 MslE A
W2 ge 44 842 2AHA E§FAF]E Aol

A& Eo] Folut(Kooiman, 1994: 43) ©] AAIFH B2 71sA (govern-
ability) & 702 vl2 B-X 48 (governing needs) 9} &X] F  (governing
capacity) 49 4449 #YHF o2 wetE =, rlde vig ‘g
A Y'Y Mdel AR ddtn B £ Utk dA TF WA
(Dunshire) & ¥ 3} (A#k, collibration) ] AT 1213 I8 &
H2go A3 BAE AAe Aot AWdrY &=tz AA 9|
olgig HFH FEAEY w7t X AT, F5AL9] A
© 43 YEYE 72 FHE 7M1 Ut

4) UIERTH B2|2M2 Hsida

AL Alelwvgol8olM e Avdae 25 EHD 728 ¥4
Suzhedl SlolM AR S YA daee ot JEH, A
@4 2AdEE Avte AE e & o889 Y 5He
ETA (F284), Y38 Y, A=A (EAH7) IS A
o MEAZA 729 4ot Hed XA o] AA W
o P94z, Fedz e BYfe F3AE, FFY olsE wAsE
3, 242 ANEAE Hrte EAPE FAA HediA] dE
o Zz28A Fuo] Hr FaAdEra B £ Utk o] oA 2
2t (Luhmann) ©\ 7012 (Kooiman) 52 Ar3]71&2 Alojulle] A
olBdlM gL, aa & FFo] FAASY AARS FaAe



HEY AHEs 77

& 1 o|8F WA BYsle 9%F ¥ oleke e 23§
Aoz #dstn itk welA uiZ o] R didte o] EHoE o
gatA Adstsle M2 =27t gasitn £ 5 3ok vz 97
A 7] €2 (Giddens) 8] FZ3}o]&e] Weo] gYHL}

3. TAITole} MR U 290 Hal

1) FAFel BH

TR0 (constructivism) £ P Al az FAET & =A2Y
B} 293t} (Berger and Luckmann, 1967: 1). 3hbe] AF3|8ERE ofy
gt AA (polity) & shte) ‘ArB)lH FAE (social construct) 23 Y2
F ok FAFAAEL §EF (FRH HgeEn dFFe] xH L
e £AE, dE& B9 YA o9, FAAY 121 Y
52 97 dAH oz FFgehe Aol ugt. FAFARES A%
ol glolA FelFoAET SRA Aol AHA Sl vig F
AAAY nFE Aoz LFEA ¢, AR @HEC] ¥A ¥
AEn ARHSEHE 4o BUE 2eched Ut YA HY
A e QAEF YR Tl5FlaE BAA} 4H oz
Fojzl &g Foji Ao LT e YA HEd FHH =g
o) &) (understanding, verstehen) 12 =¥ o] glo] FAzte] AJZtelA
stetd A@AAQ F2H Aol AUAES BAAY T8 xR
WA A 7E 4o ‘MEAzte] oF'E Wetn ATHFE S, 20000
57). FRFYA Azt viZ os} T2 Y MY Eoly JeFe
A gao] ke HEE AP LFE FEE + Utk
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2) stHoLAgt JIELS ARIEYE

A8 T FA (constructivist) AZtlA] AN s Ao ApSlgto]
Hel AEA4E, USIHE, e, AquHNA A% F O
AAYE, FATA Ao FAFE e o] ENE o]F=
AZ tzoeld, AA Hol siFFoet @rxFe o8 7|xE
F3 (M. Foucault) 1AM, M7 FHoba s§42 282 (A, Gramsci)
AA, () FAFee shvkA (). Habermas) & 7]€2:(A. Giddens)

ol o]22 EWE T3t UTHAISH 19981 148).

FAFA A YA gAsAM Avpdae] FAolgke A9 A
AXNIE o QoM 29 g ne olEte dH R shntxg}
J)E2ot}, olgo] FAT AT FXFEA S ol Ao
2 A TAE ALE) (rationally reconstructed society) ©]th, THA] WapH 3}
B]u]-/\ oA} AaE2] o] & (theory of communication) o] 93te], 7]1E2

TF-238}0) & (structuration theory) o &J3t] wi2 1§ AlFx3d
AN PAGE AlEg) shulxoA] QoA Ui ZRAEL] 74
2 AR vz AV flole o BAATIE YAaE 3
A Adelt). 2 Aldle] & FojaEe] 384 e Aol FEs
1, oL BVAR = FBAE Bt AHA AASG ANES
ol Ao e THFBA (intersubjectivity) & R W F2]H A
FAo] dctn Boh(AAR, 19%: 47). F NEY 6EE o &
23 AFAe] o] Fojxicke A TUFTHAA Y & THAI)A
g1 RS o2 FH JFHLE olFodte A& 9n|
eg FAFee FaF ol&4 7|27t 8 & o

g 71 EAY A AREA Y 2id0] oJFA JAH R
Aol gon, ojudt W o WalE=rtd] it o] A A
FeEch. 2w AEA o oM AR (reflexivity) o] T8E
Ax st dor, ArHA #YFH A (social practices) oS o] 1
AR FEY BEE T3 BUglol A4, HH, AAHH2E=A A
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s R, A 1 ASY) A4 PR R HEA It Ba gt
(1989: 38). °|2|& 7|E29 FRIo|EL PR T2 “HFE
2Hg" BAE dHshe ALBA 54 A3 B Sl A3
A ko] BT R AAF WYL TR o]RoRA FHF
o] AZe] Yol sgErh FRElo| B9 A & REL T
EHHoE, olgAor EAEA ¥, FAG AA, AU A3,
PAE FET AN FEo] FIH R M2E FARCH

71 €20 QoI FZ (structure) & 27} AT 2Hg-o] wgdol A A}
B3 T3S (rules) o 2AFUE (resources) 2] A¥r 024, 9ah= F3)
€ olFgtn A=A S TFEEZN T2E A4 (reproduce) 1A
2 FAl FaAgol YA e AHAAE R 3l 2R E
& WY (nansform) A 71 $HE e Aolth(1984, ch.1; wHEE,
1992). o471M Fag H2 Al3e] F2H 02N FRE JPF
ate] 3hvke] A2 (constraint) S 2A 2817 W Eol 7)Ql3} g
9] PF& AR Faota, 9% PAREAMY Qo] ALE] A A
& A3 F e ABA 2AES JYAshe BEFA (agents) 7}
Bon & F AT, 2% FRE 2 A AYAHE Flod gF
o] AAtell AUBHAl BB F2ol] AF9] ©|FA (duality of structure) ©|
ke ol (Giddens 1979: 5, 69).

A3 19 Fxge| &8 vt AMSA 4o A WA (recur-
siveness) off 71 Z8|A 2o} g o] FEEAE AFslEe Aol
g & 7 Utk AFAAL] FR(F2A $4) g Aol 2 AAE T
ke A A @] wisoln g Adolng U F23jo] o
AEE Y FAF A, AT Seide Eol Fov)s)
Ax, TEE WA PFY AgxAoIT Be YL ¥HPHn, +
27t WA LA (enabling) ol Al HEMNE EF AFHo)A Hrh
(Giddens 1979: 69). ¥k 1271 B 9ol didte] Az oz &
3 € de 23L& A9 A3t @FE3) (de-structuration) 2}
€ Mol AHEE 4 stk AeHEe}(Giddens 19798 70).
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71828 TAFIH AZhe QAT AxH WY TEHE
TSt 98 FEUTE )y dHEAEC] F2 AE Aol
24¢ 5o A9 3437 g Ao ddHez #dE € 712
ol ¥ FAFYNEL AxY Aokt AL XA @A A=
Y3 WAEAE FasH HFAh FAFAAE APME A
4 Azt Az FANM Az A, EWHY Fo] o}
%%’ii 7HE dez setsan, ool PAAEY AHY A9

ES Ags A AUES o=t Yol Ado] due A
% Ay] el Az, 749 B4F WEE dhFes % F
B3 =& Aol

3) FAFe| AlE0|B2 HAIHAY S

o|g} Ze F|EAY FZBPo|EL AP NZE A B
2 dAisled Brp g 840t @oh ustd Q1E 4 239 3
52 st AT BA (nstitutional-building) &) 7122A AAEHE 7
dg o] 83 7% 39 syt Beld Y& (rational choice) ©JA| R
el A& 2 YPUAEY N IF (preferences) 7} FA ojriol &
' Aoln], ddt 5ozl FF| et 93] oA A&stE
A, Az g AWty 7t S@3ch(Hall and Taylor, 1996: %
49 9 1999). T ol E Fda, AA el A7) A
Ay AL Az, FRISUE 7140 g Aol Aol
e 71§29 FZ3o|EL A A9 o2 o] ZY
o @ dgg AFdHE & vtz Bk ¥ =X JEL
o] &2 ZAAAL] AT FHAME 1 HHolECEA AYEHD
ﬂq(Wendt 1987; 1992), TA|AANA AN A (self-help system) E}
AL 71 BRRAGE M FAHR Y AfAEe] dEe] 5
%—9- EaA grEojW Alxolw, NEPYAEA] Itk FREA
o] ZAAA e ‘BETAE A (nutually constitutive nature) ©|
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E1

EAZT D Be Aol

4) TYF2| AlEl0|E2 HuedA Bl ¥87sY

TRAFAH Az g FAAAY 728 AYsle d 988 ¥
W oohE} gAY Az Awdze FYol8E T Hx
289 F 3 2o dE o] ARFYEN F5AE2 A
A2 PGl slolA FxEzte] daagor, FaAge] wEA
of e ARl I AP A Y FAY §¥A B3
ZHgo] WiEo| we A, +HE, AREE, aln 729 P9
e FzolEy nsag (rxep ol Ag APGL vi2 Ands
oA AHAA HPolF A HPEE Hdter o8F Edizt
g £ UL Aot} ol MAFHoz 2 BY i (F 1) 2o
EHE 4 ok

5) Fuid ARl Cet TATels ajAjel Bt
FHFIH Aze HEst oue J4F, HEAte) oRE I8

T 303, AR AR, TFHA FE AA 2 ABFPe =
g8 AR 5 e Aol ot HA APH Al e A3

ArE A Ae] ¥4 A d 2234y
B4 B (A ke e HodAzte) 3528
BHEA | HEY miel o @3 - dd FEBA S 254

TE34 AR 34, Axs FoiARte YA, A=st

+Z3 BH-Ax - F2 2 AEAE | FAR-ANAS 2 JEAE

A28} Bguistel me} A A S m2t Awdx Wz
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F2Fo)o U FAE vehdT(FHshe, 20000 69). HAR 7|E
A2ZAE FAH APATFAMNE PARd T2 o= FFe 4
23 & 2532 Ut (Giddens, 1984: 288). &, 7ABE, Avdx
Aol 34 g Hotd o] §olstA] ¢ oA 72
BAel lazA el Ml Pzt A&7 Feqst Y, T2ln 1
A& FABe 729 o)A F4& HHFs] PHAY] gt wet
M dadFer FAFYH Avds g4 sk ABTE T7EFY
# (structuralist) At AA Q] G| AAFeA Hiu T2EHEA
ol A gk

3 FAFYE Avpdagel BAle AAR7 Ak (B33, o
58, g o dgalA AA W 8a0a, & PAst FodAEo]
Rtee ALBEA, AR AEA) B At B FEE Wolva
7l W&o Awdxel W Fe FHAY] AF AATE
(demarcation of boundaries) o] €A @tk F, F28}(structuration) F
MNEe EAlY 2 A AA WER W53 (nternalize) A 7]7)
o Eoll FAT WHe) o3 AAle, aEjn Avdx A BHE
A37)7} olgthe @Al Ut

olg{gt AN ol AAEA e AW AMd2EAE
A7 e AW Ad 2 A9 A KR sk k2 (Habermas) .
Fol gAtAEH S BaA vEYA o T AAEAG et
o] AINH L ey, JHE nHAH FRIAH HYo] HFE A
gk onjdlM A3 gA AT ® shte] I Wl 7y
Foe EAHE WEsn dctn H71g + ok offdMe F4
Fo3 Avda gAHEe] o] AHY FAE AW Avdre
=& Bld SnjE Eax 3.
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4. PHFH XY ABEA Het

1) XY Hedao| oAy

I7H Avd 2 =AY A Avdas sor RS B
A 849 FAT Wsle] A uir} A} 71E9] FREGuY
ojvf FAIFY (governing) 2= A HeA Roj®, & 23¥E A
HAE, ol EHW ARIER ] F2, BT, AA LA FHA A
AT 5L AlFe B8, @aikisl, APgele A2 Wl o
2tM E7] Ad9A HAG. olH g AWl tixsle wjez A
Aol A7, FEs), wte] A9rie Wiy ole 2Ry
ool 88571 Ze AR &7, ARl A3}, AU
ZA38le} FYA D Fol AAH YA, ANHez E o et
2 FRte] Ao e AL AAS sl dig BXk] Mg
H-&el Basta, 1zle F4T FhsMe 7Ie2e 723 =9
2 o84 7)ol Wadith F, W3l g3 A FHe
Aol 71kg FRel 4, UFHoln BEAHQ Ax ¢ FY YES
A (policy network) & 2AJ3t1 FFshe A, 28z 2R FI &3
A DA AAEAY BFE 7Hed] Y3 A2 BAE9 ] A
oteth A P2 o] WA FeAEe AW} AR 72
£ Fedve 71€29 =HlAY, gH= BAR Box, 1998) % ‘A
FUE AN (community governance) 9] Althe] a7t ofe] B4
ot Zt FAFA S| A7 2TET FRFIAEY #7192
TR Azt A4t gich

A Ad2ge] tEA o7t F9 T YA 2EAG.
Stoker, 2000: 98) ol €&} “AW AL WS o] 2F (steering) & &
F7F FFFE, UARE, ALH Ao FukAEdA FHE B8
e o] oflet 28T AT A9 FJYo B3l FA Bk §
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e g Fste Aolgda @rh. & 2Fde AR/t 994 2
Aol a7t ot ZHAH FUABEAE e ZUET, Yo
333t ZE|Holete A& @A e A7 (ule of game) & A3
A - ashalgle 2UEE A2dUE 59 (apadty) o] BRAE o4
ok ke dFo ML FYRE (operating code) 7} WEH O] Sl
the Aolth ARE 2F9 FAARAM 238G 2Fo] AFHA
el Avdx FARE9 AR F (collective action) & S| v}E
FEG F UA=E AGH JAFAEY EF BED, 20| v
3 ZRE APHTE Fo} st oA AFE MA, A2 A
o] AW A A9l ¥ sjFErin B 5 g Aot} oS
Eo] 1980 A=ollx] AAIE A&HFH (enabling, ARFAH) A
HAREn ARYE Avd2e =07t of7)e) sjddch

2) AR E R XY A

Ad 2ol FEBH oA FeAztel AkAQl el F.381 3
AAR R 8T FAH Yol HAe AL dFe 94X
%ttt Be A% 459 BEdAM BRo] AWAF AdddiMe oz
7] Z2aE0] 7|gE e o] dHojrt. FFIME 71&9] AlY
Fo ZROYES Goiske AN Avd e FEH o] =oE
I3tk AZE FAE AT e AYorM Andry g
of® ejn|ol| | ALB AL (social capital) 2} EEo] oA oz 7128
Gax & 4 UvhEsEE, 2001). T7RelA AlzblA AMERHE
A& F33tA Y (Evans, 1996; Skocpol and Fiorina, 1999), Al%1A}3]
A9 A AEE 7328 A1 (Putnam, 1993) & A3 EAe 7%
7} A3 T VIES 2ol uhegt A9 FEolghe AE ZAEsta 3l
oh oh Avid g4 712 AxeA Mg ARAEE 73
ZaA H9, 25T AR AHEAY FAC wrF 8 AWt
7} A7 €t E3d (Tocqueville) )Y HE Y (Putnam) 3 & A
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E3 AAEEAEY] X e A7 AIRIES (Civic Culture) ¥
LAl A BEo] WAl AFEAEY fdiek Y B2
AEF A BT, NEFTE IHF 479 Bl BE 4
Ag A Avday AP T A8 FBFIF =M
94 JANAE o srizte FHe 4EE FHE FEsn
9]t} (Foley and Edwards, 1998: Petro, 2001; Fox, 1996). AA=E =
FhEo S AFAME ARSI AR YA WFA Avdze] BA
A AR AHA AY, BEG AR ¥y - B, FFAF
37kx) Adel whajo] AAH T oM F A FF AL
Zzste AL oiith aelm FRY Agle] AR = Awdi
o Aoz oo AlEREe Y A4S (AN AF= Ut
(Taylor, 2000). ZHAN%E Ap3AHEe] HA=ejolut Avday F
Z=glo AU FRe A2e G¥4Yo] FRHL YsS APt

3) XY A Ao YYTE

AR, BARE7} Al g Y, 2en oldeA, AE
M, QARG E 5& EHste HAzpte FEolYE F7t
= BUABAE gAsty, AAEA JEPES A AEM &
£8 & 9E 7|8 WeteZ AEF (Stoker, 2000) = F=9 EAF
KA AHRE 571219 71 At Slch FAle AUARE S A
o] WAS0] HE AR A7 FEEo] Jlo Avdze
AT a%g 48 F dod, FEt A9H0n drF oz AW
UAE 7238 7te AY Sl PAFAL 41 28} B
ZAlo] UlEstn Q7] WEel Andxe Asrt d€ F dde A
& AAIg)



86

Heslod s HgH A1 E (2002)

@ &3t

°| A

A5

Fo] uld A3 AeA 7)8E gl FiARAE &
s Y, £F A&nA7t 48k 7E] Weg T ES
‘B A (cultural lag) ¥R, 18|31 A3AFE (legitimacy clash) |
At A o] W 39 Atg AgEEedlA 1980ATh
Zubol RA AHEHA T, 1990 dtholl M Bgol oa) A=A,
19974 o]F =EFHF o) wiuigiele] FWAIAA HPPHo
2 AgHA

of A

<
R

[

lo

o

@ 9rreg

G| A AlPHUY ‘TAle BELA D T2 Y (City Pride Initia-
tive) I o] FHHAR o F & Fsta, FEAY HEE A
Aahs oA, Aoz ARA epatolAY F3H A M
gl ojsig WA & gl AREEC Hid H29 73E AT
& 4 glch. 22 FRFIC Aol AuiAY, AHEAI 2L
71 42 9 2 A ool At

Q AP~

37 u]2e] B2)7)F (political machine) &2} JH3 FAlol AAQY
o FA oA AeF flol AFHUR] ANE2E 27 9
A BRAEAA AFALE AFE Wl A&+ Ut AFE E
Fahe wWoto 2 80 T, 90t & FFAM AlFYE EAEME
2% (City Challenge), YA A 4HA] (Single Regeneration Budget) <}
o] EA9 AL frdte TRIaYM AR (competitive bid-
ding) & AH-317 B o E4l7} BT} (Mossberger and Stoker, 1997). 7
A B o] FHAEA @A, A)o|gA FE& FAANHL2A
A&A v @A e 7128 FUE-T (Jessop, 1998). £ AAUH
A o] = 5o FE, gl ¥3A F3, AFH Yo
2R SoA BuAEA 3t A4 5 JUth
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@ 2YEE

WAL A E (performance review) & AV AL (best prac-
tices) W& JAA7IAY, B9 1A AYE A¥ste waoz
At 4#E AFste AQ, AVYAA AY L &L A=
A 5 Hed ARt 2AAFe] or)E & itk

® F24Y

Z (A NGO (Quangos) & AYstAY, AGEE R AL
4 FHEE JFE A AE Taked, 9FdME BE9H
H, =588 EF N2 7|3 EE 2ol digeu of o] #A)
HE A 1 718 w7 F7E dEEtel, 2 7)1#E ofgA
A A (accountable) H=uf, oFA A FES Andre E
&of FolE & A druke] EA7l HARHE Aok, HHFH
g 71FEE desle A2 49 718 dYEle A g2
e 23] dyutE o + gith

4) XY e ao] oHHY, XL HE

det 3 F2EE T TAE A Add e PEAEANL, A&H
7kl 2| &o] AAE 4 Stk AR HAH & UAA A P
A3, A FAxte FF |8 (common interests) O FFO]
EANE o] 3A o FHeL, HAZ 2 AAY S R
B A¥she 245y 189 848 Tapshe Ade] itk gax 2~
E7 (Stoker) 7} AAIRE A Avdx A A o] oju] I WRe) ¢
Y84aE 93 ARl A AMd s Ave 43 AHAAY AY
o] a3 Aol PEH FAM AdA oz, FHaE]
B (engagement) & A7t AodE e dlA FAYP

A Hol @& dAlg AvdA Ade AL whA (reflection)
4 #ARRe B vEH, e FF AndA dle B
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1Mo r EaAQ ARE A& Yol 7t EnA7] Yl
dojdtia & 4 A& Aok AF AMEAE 74, Ise A
(doing) ATt F28 Ro| oflg}t Amdxe] AME Y& (impact), A
A Wsplsd, A9 T BrtedE BA FESE Aol E8
stk AAe A Avdae AurbsdE F7HIe 89ddE Al
AAA ] Basle}l 0] B vXE FASLE, ASFYA HRERE
BAA, AA5YY slgd wE X873 (ungovernability) o F
o, Aold BX %Y 28 FE, FAANY grrLEY] Bl E ¥
£ @714 ojda #He 7 F 43 FHe] th

5. d &

AAel AW =0k ¢ chakaith, Avdad] we) FRE
A2e Ade olgezAg 2E D Ytk A AvdagE Z
A Rolrith, 2 Addgnic), 2dAle] Felol e}, ez
wa} oj e Abolstm, tld AW Avdago] 2dsm Y I
olt}. AW MdE Folse 2ol @t BAld) mert s
2E azo] AdHozy olgHezy or] Y& AFTA, BE
() FAo] E7) SisiME B2H A% 2E, a1 AANTH 8
Fo Rgahe AW Avdze] BARSE FAHCE e =
go| Wosltha Bk I gujelA o] F& AW Avjdxe] ¥4
ol29] 71%7t ¥ 4 Uk AE7I1EA Al|HdE AR FA4FY
A AP B UES AMEA A9 ek dANA AR
gron, ARzt AVAT LulEATh o]t TL 0|8 =
& AR o N APAEHE JnR AEF (Stoker) o] FHAFE
AN Bt A8 AT HES Htth

A% @ wAAY A AL =olE AWAR BANEL 9
# Hd B ANA AFPHL do] & o ¥¥A vENAY 75
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o sittm sttt I Avda 4o Ao AUz £Ysy) 9
SME o8 wolFEaMe A Amdas 4 498 £ gl
€ o|BEdY e ad wE PG Ade] Wastn, 17t
TH ARBIARRE o RA g4, FoiAlE 27k AElde] 8w
. Ot AR dHrbsdE dFe FUM REH dFE g
o, B, AFsATE Aol FoIAt Bt 2 9y R
Z A8 A w27t ok}, B w=ReA g8z AAE o
23 A4, v @dHAAdN B #B, FRYA| A
°of FHHUAE IR EEY |83 AW Sl nldE =) An
dxe] PMolojof aH, A&Hoz A7z Whe =8 Y9
TEEE deolojof P,

. F

D 9714 AMgse FR8AY 97}t izt g Beded 4+ 7] qEd /Add Hos 9
3| staat gv}k. B = elAe FRe BAH R (government) o] NYRThe HU} 2 AN A1)
2 B A (societal polity) o] wENA AHRHUD, BHEYA (government formation) & 3o 7] B}
A AR AR A 2] FX Y (governing capacity) & 72 HEE ov)she Ao AHJch
a2 FAYY T AN AAdete] Fad ABEE A9 FR AAgs A= Udx,
M= 2208 2 Jehdr] djo chizte] E5& 2§21, o3 80|18 AlgsAn)

2) ole| Wale] 24 (Lash, 1988) & FAERQE o|RA& Ho} ‘GR3 (de-differentiation) B9 o2
Mgt &, AA Tde BE3), 7)E sRAlol g AT YA Fo A (substance) Rhe
oA & Hrishe A § BEIHULE ¥2EFHeR B}

LI QU |

HAHE 9, 2000, (7 Avd2 A7), Mg IR

HAY. 199%6. “siHvia Aol Y4 wA.” HAE 9. (sMriag AV Fa FAS YHE).
ME WdEd.
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3. Formation and Governance

Jong-Won Lee

Though a lot of papers and articles dealt with a recent topic of
‘governance’ as a new response strategy of state and local
government toward worldwide economic and societal change,
there were little attention paid to how governance could be
explained as a theory of ‘polity’ formation and operation at the
theoretical level. This article defined governance as “a new
operating mode of governing, including autonomy of actors,
management by network, goal-orientedness of a system’. To
extend a theoretical horizon of the discussion of governance, this
article delved into a theory of socio-technical cybernetic system (N.
Luhmann) and a logic of constructivism presented in structuration
theory(A. Giddens) and connected them with a new mode of
governing for a politico-social polity. In addition, this paper
discussed the constructivist perspective with a notion of ‘social
capital’ and ‘local governance'.

The essential emphasis was placed on both the necessity of
developing state and local governance found on sound theoretical

horizon and its continuous restructuring.



