RS
EEEET R
A &
Bn, A Wis
o2k (USO)
AR ol
Aetgole).
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B2 TGN B2hE AT e HeidAc] TR ofF TiRjolt EXi2Fe] YAoep|Erke
ARIEH| siZniEoiM THEA FHel SEo] HXt Hsls| D HIHSLR Welkigo| dglo| A
xt Zsisks silel 2 (process) 22 OfaHs{o{o} Bl FRIBAIEO 2Isie] TRIsio] olZo)
M HXt FEH 0jB2Z SWSL Ue AHdAr of=X Medsol X 4EiHE
(growth machine theory) 2t 2FEI0|E (regime theory) 2| BOIA] HIOIt 71Ee) X|UHx| 378 &
e = s 7|8 MBSt 3], XYHA| MaR ciX| Xjte| #io| ojn It Y X
=7 Ksuprarational) 2| HHE Of2} S-ANFR2| 42| Y& I Beck HoM X A
A A0 M X AliSt(institutional context)of] LS O8I0} 28| =t YBXoRY Cf
SE (nudtilevel analysis) O} O|FO{X{o} i},

£ EolMe M2 X dpe Mo HeaE XY Auract MHTFX Al
Ziol| st HIEN EMg &l Bl W BiMT7io] HES AHuda 2ol JisMR HAlE
pel=

FHo| - XY AHupdA MHEF|

1. AB

A ZhsoA 2dis}, =A18, 223 AAste] o] Fat xgd
5 259 7SR olde A B AieEdae] deAe
vl d7she o] 87HI Stk £A] € AR HadTE 53
e FAEdA 42 P8 & =4 39 shve o19A 37k 444
3 327 AR 4L FE7ME AXEE Ao th(Sellers,
forthcoming). °l2{ g 87 AW ¥ EAld] B FXAF7} Z7l4
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& 9 23755 (supranational level) & A9} Bl E o] WY 3 kA
o] o]2ox|x] £3t o] uldt WA vtem & Holth(DiGaetano
and Strom, 2003; Jessop, 1997; Jonas and Wilson, 1999; Pierre, 1999;
Sellers, 2002b).

g EA] g Al #3 FAF AT, F AREgely Aeld, =
AlE, AAE FolA U o]5e] AhFEAAeY BAAE e
Aiste ol & &=%°] ® AR ARdolA|Rl, 1 o[Hox & o]zt
A mRAA e o|BEE FANEY IEAA HHEste ol
AR =2HI U1, E AR FEg 2Edte o|EE0] ¢y}
o E3g FF7|e d o vdE yox ok wakM, AlEae
o] Z2A=E Eopr} o o] Bo] AMHAEYS 7P A HHE & A
7t A Rt A AEA A7 WHE FHS A =Y
of 2 &9 F=AA Yehvdn sl Aot

olelg g9 =HE HIT HE SAE o3 A A A B

F

d geAo St it v JJr I HES AT AT A
& EOgE A Aet dHEE & o|EE, 7Y JA7IFE
(growth machine theory) o]\t EA|EH (urban regime), =& ZZHo|E

(regulation theory) F 2] o] & Fol|A] oj= B o] Z=o] APAA|
4 E 7P 2 Adsterl 5’&’8% 71gela itk thol7fehes}
2E & (DiGaetano and Strom, 2003) % H]E3ld F= L {o 7]yt
< ¥ 489 FAEL vFdA P £ ol &Y Eﬂ*“’]ifﬂ T
g AFAME 0 A= AHAA de dutste dES AFs
= S ek =8dtka itk

=HE FAFoME uhFR 2] (1999), A€ (2003), ©]
F42002) & 92 ATeNM A=HUT D 21999 H #A
(1999 9] ATl e 437178 € 2AH ) EE ozl Ay
AL3) B & (community power theory) 3} TZAZER A2 (structural
determinism) @ BEE& AL, °]FH 2002 9 A o]
g v =9 V¥ FIA, @=F ARFARFYY Jted e

-
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st @59 AW AN eiEolof & FoWETl TSI o)
3 AEE

AR ol @ FHl tid Hrle AXs gz o|Eo| AV &
9| S5 FHE, AAd ZAEA, 4 J19AY, AN o
g @4 5ol odd 2 JAHY - A=A HelE T3 deXd U
g shute] o]gog2Aje duydAde o]2A] £ nxo|d

AT A EA Y] AL o) FE EA 4] sukE TuA
AAR ez A2 Yehte ANAEAENS 49 8a) A &
39 Bolde ol8d &L /Hn A9Estn Ut (Pierre, 1999;
Sellers, 2002b). ¥= of2} 2] FrldlM FFHeR Ja Ue
32 FANFANA PP HEH AFAEA FHY o] A
Aoz FaHD gon, A EA AN &3] AU
(civil society) = V|G 2] 5 (non-profit sector) T2 2 EA= & H|F
F-5-3 (non-governmental  sector) 9] F&o] FulElm Jvke Aot}
(Peters, 1996; Peters and Pierre, 1998; Sellers, 2002a; Stoker, 2000).
Tl B, g 37ke] FRIE Fa BRskE e ARoA oy 7R
AMEEAE AT F U Tl FAaFTY FAld, ¥FRREE
TAHE Fgelxe] o] Fuide] ot AFA Pt A7
3ol 2 ¥E FAx ke Ho|th(Peters and Pierre, 1998; |
BA, 2002).

olg|g A4S Ay At o7 71 AdH o] 8o] =UHAU
e, 2 Awd2(governance) o] Jde] 7HF #EF Adez F
i n gk A, AWds sdel SR AMEo R Lojatg
o &de] zeEo] gAEe] A o digt nwl gl AH&-3t
I gl A97h hEgolth(elF4, 20005 2002). ojAt) Wujz P4
< At ML Belojoz ANHAY, FRYA Agog A}
L9}, =3 Y2 d<S (Williamson, 1985) 3 2L hahe 71 Awd
2 (corporate governance) Bh= Tl AU\ % 31, ZAA R EAM =
22 Adx(global governance) e £o]& RJ7|E ¥t} (Keane,
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2003; Rosenau, 2000; Nye and Donahue, 2001). ©]&9 (2002)°] A&
3% 5YE /do] gle oy, 1 FEx F4skA] @& Aot
gy o33 et =9 MR F5H 84w Avdag
= BA FEIE F3F0] Hol AZEAE A AN Wy
A FHAY | GFF AR FA%The Aolth dAd, 22 A
Hdxrgls Ax F7hstate) 5o FAFAY FL (AT} ofn
20 gt 224 AITAR] 2 HA R/ (NGOs) E°] F8 93
2 A% Aot} (Keane, 2003). 1V AWAAe oj9A AL &
B9} Ao E oldstxy, ATFA Y (collective action) & £l 1 =
A& Fgstertes duste s A (process) o | B2, HI=A] A
Heo] g 9ujsle AL oFYth(Mouritzen and Svara, 2002: 6~7;
Peters & Pierre, 1998).
o213t AL vt MF AZFAAT E 4 e Ao ofg,
1 ALY Aol Bsta A AAZeR Jeptn otk AW A
HuaE FFEE, IRE, A 3REoz TEHE d90] AL
golA At FnjaiAl= B & AHske Eoln, AvdA MdA
o] EFL AMAAE A o] obd ZAE (outcome), I FZ (struc-
ture) 2 0|8)5}7] wjFol u]EH Ro|th(Peters and Pierre, 1998).
a3y sell2(1999) o A3 2 (2002b) 7F AH B A A A
N FAgog Zhxoa] 53514 Hole AW @4 Aold
& A9alE ogh A, n=F MRRYY 57kl 4 vt
o Azt 23, 9l ¥ 59 S #AYel AT FE o A
AAA B3oz Mug § QItH, fEe 459 Aol 24 &
23 o] opel A Avdx 1 Al 2HE EFolok & A
olth, zEy G AT HAF Aboje = A Avdas tdd
FHE w1 goerg o /I WAE AW st H2e &
5L 4=z A, o8 & B Ut (Pierre, 1999).
olg| gt ThFt AW Avldx 3ol g varksd #4E 93t
o HZ dAdE AEFe)A A7} (institutional perspective) ©] A7) 5|0
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ek xl1e] A EA wle (context) of] BAlo] A1 YrH(DiGaetano and
Strom, 2003: Mouritzen and Svara, 2002; Pierre, 1999). A'd 4] 4
A A2 o] §2 —AHolx AFF7HY] AR HA e —
ol 7t AMFFES ATA A FARY FEUA (private-
public partership) o] g A7} FHE o] FoI Ut} (Pierre, 1999:
373). AR ol AW A FEE ofd HRH FHd| sl of
FojAReAle F7HE A&l wet qgatA AaEH 23 7] HE
of, Z}=e] Ax2 Wk dig ofd glole Z vl 553 A%
ARG L 2o AUZ dHE F USE HZ A FAEo| A3
&t v} (DiGaetano and Strom, 2003; Pierre, 1999; Sellers, 2002b).

F, AWFAGLL GA AEAAL] @de] oy, 2R
(supralocal) B, & =7trEe] 9% AAZY e DYske
THA (multilevel) @73ol2he Zolth, webA, AEFelF Azt 7
e F AL AW A A3 e Y oW Fe9 A Avd 2ot v
verbe digk o84 &8 Fol AlFatH, AW Avd2 Az
ATE B3 @A AL i HlwAT7rt obd F7HEES HladT
% 7Fs3HAl 3ct(Sellers, forthcoming).

o] A7dxe AW Az ojnof thg FA S F3f ATl
wggd AR elge] HAFIIb g Hlarbsds Adata,
Z3e] AR E Adste OEFEY &5 2Astaat @ 34,
Avlds g2 A Awdxe] 54E AFUFF HFEA A7 E
3 71edta, dEA A Awdx ojgos AEHe 47T
2 #HFo]&Y FHE n@dth EA, old AW Avjdxd] dig
AAEFH Alzte] £9)E B3 4=9 2AA S4& stk
AAA BY 5 RS, @2 2 Folxlol 27kl A Avd
2o g A=A A77HsdE EAEC.
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2. AHAA} X|YHX|0|E

1) HHEAA JHde A £

(1) S=uigxt g, a2l 2ofgf

A A d B AT AAGAE A 7 FERR EH 9 8t
Ue 154 Fxdgo] HFstn Ik A=d Fo] vk dHd
A 2 A HAEA HAths Aolth AASRE Qg A A
F2E o5& HEH I7EA dig BA7sEE FAAFHLH,
AR g A 9] e Z7he] ol B gl ] o] 23
Z7ke] o] Ao =S WA HUcH(Pierre, 2000; Rhodes,
2000).

A2 1980d) 2 19903t AH7} ‘T3 (overloaded) F] o]
AdA & BE 878 A2 £ 9 A ol2A # HA
H]ZE ek o] 7|t tiF-Ee] AdAtsle A4 AFA A7IR
Al HAA FE7F A AMH NERF| i AFH AR
2 FIFME 2 AFeA] Estn 98] VR 7 T Al S
Barele], AL AR 7R3 QD A7 AFEE HAd ol&
o)t} (Jessop, 1997; Peters and Pierre, 1998; Rhodes, 2000).
T FEAA g 7Y FEH tEo], HAdle B

A FR o]99 AME] FAELEY AT PHol| gt I
| 343) A3 wet A8A AZA 5 #aAY 27 &
Arzle] #A7} AslstAl =itk AAole B fle BA (governing
without government) Bbe =4 7ido] fygated o8 F3¢u o
I 22 Frke FF-RAEE 4 Uad eV dYy #
Aol digt FAol FTHHAL, wFAARE of2{g A7t A g
Az =38t Yt} (Peters and Pierre, 1998).

webd, FAC] 7t FAA (state-centric) WA, F m7ke] 4
AR E ARt YL HA Al F A I AL 9

r

fo Mo nck

[¢]
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ol7bx At} iyt ol F Aol Wi=A] FRAY] Fhe B
U7k8 el @ 37939 AnwE onjdke AL ohid,
238, ole I7F E& AF FE A (transformation) ©.F Q4]
Slof gt} (Pierre, 2000). ©|2% ¥3l= & ABIY Il I3E &
BE oiln, FF, WUz, A34EH F Z FE& #Holde(cross-
sectoral) TF5A @itolt). wlelr], W3 E MH9sle oo 2A 9 A
HdAE AL, X8, PR, JABA, A F kg gE
Fopfl A F3=3 Ut

o]FH (20000 £ AAERE, FAFX|Eol|Me Ggo] w$ F83}
k. 7t $49 FAA dAdFd] widisls, ol8u F2Y Avd
2 83} (global governance school) 2 B2l A& AAEL 71 34
A Az, & F7HALE S o] EHA Al g R sln, FAFA
Aol BAA AL 7 FAA =it g4 Bisla gy
31 ¥t} (Keane, 2003; Rosenau, 2000). &, °o]&& FAZAFoe
H3IA A (collective action) A& A3} A3 AL FAAA)
3 A=A wigo] EAFTtn sHA, ‘7]‘5']"1"""}% At =3t

A o= FREA] 2§ §0lF & o ¥ BN E
Q37 wEolegti Fr(Keane, 2003).

A AE F5EA PAAE 71ed 73 (rule) & HE AY
e A4 Folgtn FedHen, 2R R e F4F =
Z3te] AAE ol BT Fon, AA (system) 2 1 AL FA 3}
7= FAAsI), es]2] Avdxe] s)AH (disaggregated) A2
ARz vAZA d 2 74 nER Ao B4 FYEAE
A3 A WENI HAFO (network minimalism) 2 H./j]-'ﬂ\:}
(Nye and Donahue, 2001; Keane, 2003).

A}8)-Ato| WUl (socio-cybernetic) 2] thEFAIQI FLo] 9 (Kooiman,
2000) & id@=e] ATE Fal A YoM HFshe B34, O
A3, 84N FE3AL o2 T A3 A W3y} 24 (steering) o] N 8T
£ &&dtn ok Ageich Avpdae Ogd geAE7te] 43 m
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FHo|n% ¥HEAQ] Aoz HAIEH, or 3L (& YS9
U AR AAE BASRe A7 B9E TR Rltia gt
Fo]Tt(Kooiman) & Aol tigt thE APELS A3 7}
A2 Atad W g2 A, A Avdx o2 AvdxE
THEY FAAHE ofet AHY REo] FX| 2 (governor) £ Fods)

ABIFAA Adolgtn FA% v AE-FRAAH AHIAE
FHEY] YPHUAHE ohe} AMA REZ9 Pt A EAE 2
Ad AL8 A 71818 AEska, AU Lojvte A ARE
#Helehs AS HFXH2 k= w4 (arrangement) o2k 7 9] 3ic),
BA2E ABA YA {FPEREC] o3 wHE zAEojE
regulation theory) = AW 2o i3 Agshed], XA HUE
Goodwin and Painter, 1997) & 93¢ & EWA AP RAA 3
2, & AFAA g8 F4E AP AR HHE, A
Hd22 AT FAIE o] =9olA Adad vgR
71Tl ok A9 At Frbstn, ohdd GAHE wjd g R
Fdsd A5 Fd@the Ao|th (Goodwin and Painter, 1997: 2
5~26). @Te dlollA ol2g A M AIEAE WA A,
TRt AAEe] Al BxEHe A e A
ojck. A (Jessop, 1997: 58~59) & AWMUAE AL3] f cheket ¥
A oo Fioz HAuWsiy, AFH FT-AMNEY HEUVHRT
ofel, tddt Fele A3oEAIE THste Lol Fo3ih
T3 SIS AFF qFPAe R gisEe 3] X=EF
9] (post-Fordism) ©] F&¥E= Tt Pt £ A3 §-s A
7]ed ghet.

o] Hlo| = B AE (Hirst, 2000) B2 A} BT 9} Anjdag
FAE AHE o, 2F¢ I7H-AEY oY A 1A BAEE
7t ARRNFH 716 oAl ° ol AT A9 WFFAE
Auatr] Zevhn FAsMAA AR FiEe] Rasiyed uat
D33 AP & R A A2E F27F desitta 3

ofy

fr ol

tlo Sk ol

(
(
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78 (Gamble, 2000) & ZAA Avjd2ghe 8ol& XWX AAL F
2 Z7tol 9l 9o AT, WEA] Zhdke] {dE A
QA AL ofn, Tt Fehe] ¥ =7t (non-state) YA EAT 5
oltkn ZAsc}

3 P oM Awd il did A =07t JPFAd], I
ol 2 (Pierre, 2000)9] EHES YaAH, ‘G& Fologle At g A
Hdx Fo"g Wz Uch 22 (Rhodes, 2000) 2] Aol w2 3
A Adx Az PP A B A (market) o] THEE
o] Atz &AslA o] FAR T1Y 3} (marketization B-& privatization)
o] AEZA FFMH 29 AFAL FFHFE, UAFE, A 34H
2 2o, Avdae oA BT EYAZL R ¥
217 AYE VA (supplement) b7l Wit o) FollA SL3ch
g o2 FoldlAel o= ge, tdd Y F-41 3 SE
YA Aol F9 23] $FoiA Urh

Z 2 (Rhodes, 2000) & A2 /g b dHAA Zux 8
=Y 719 AvA X (corporate  governance), 4132 & (New Public
Management) 55 H|&E38l], A28 (World Bank) o|4 A e]gh= =
AW (good governance) 5 F2 FF/NE D HAAst F-AF 7t ot
EUH S didshe Mdeg Aosta ok ojzigh Al Anjdx
MI-E AA FAAFHe] 9oz Tojudcke diA 9ej7t A3,
HEAQA F-AL 729 £ & FFY Md 8 AEA
ol on e =98 Fa Jlou, ©& Fokdre Feoje g
AMAXE A3} (outcome), B2 T2 (structure) R A X (institution) 2
stepgto g Add2rt shiel HEAY dHA o= AMgEHe
T Auda folalgdA Ede] 9ol Ha k. wEtA H2
=97t He Avd2rt 9 BZEAE #3337 zto|Ho] FAAIA
3] FolE "art YUk

ol¢} L tjFe Halol 7Rt FEAHL HE HHRE &
3} o] AAAE A = Y& A2 Y. v s
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A2 Q= vk} Zo] AMda o A7t BEEHE I (Pierre,
1999), °o|@Hor% BFst7| wEd (o154, 2002) HA= vl
g FoE e gty AR r1EAeg HEA PR A
HigtE = - (government) b= 2kol7t Ytk Holle diF-E F4st
i e =t

A, HZ AHEED dE ANYL EE AlE, BE FE(insti-
tution or structure) 2] 7ol A Bloj } OM«] FA&d gz He
ZWHo] 713ttt (Keane, 2003; Leach and Percy-Smith, 2001; Pierre,
1999, 2000; Rosenau, 2000).2 THA] T3, A}sle] Qite] F-§3h=
oz FAE dds Wie shve #AeH, FFE 1 A
Ao 83 =Fo|th. 18lx o] HF S FRABRA g HHAR
t} thget ol BAA L TR

e Avd2e HEAQ1 F21 2} (governor) 9 3§22} (governed)
ol TEE B s, FRrt AH Mulag AFAAU EAE
Aste o] old, EAE dEste: T (apacity) & 7HE F AT
£ 3t} (Leach and Percy-Smith, 2001). =, Ao d&d ‘g 4 9]
A D= (enabling) W3O 2 1 gto] WHglHTE Aol Awd
2 o AR F&ol AEH PN HAlsh: A5 gl
L2531 HA7] W) o] Evt Al FFAE Eolt 22 ol e Bx
7 Avda Jid A A" BeE siMEY]E dch(Rhodes,
2000).

sAg, oy 7k SHAA shie] e FRE F6he el
&} (managerial philosophy) ol 717+ A1 FF-#e| &7 EAHNE HH 2
FAske Andae s, a3 Avdas AR EA 2
oA HEo} vjHFRE] A& i3t o] BRI He &
g Aiste £4 E24, I did =97t gle AesHeE
7 PHEAC} (Peters and Pierre, 1998). 183 ¥F=A] AvjdAv} 2t
& ARE AFAtus £ F 7] dEe 388 FF75e dA
3 (transformation) ©] 2= ZHoA AMAXAE QAo 3ttt (Pierre,
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E1

1999, 2000; °]84, 2002).

A8H oz Avdas 98 7K g Adyelde B8,
A9l F5A EAU BAARE ddsh] A% ddFe FAREDRS
2328 2 BASE B3-S gAked, olEj slddE e 343
B2 vj AR A=A AofstollA o]FolZitt, 123 EASNE #
oA AR7E FEA JES ARY T AT (ld governance) 7}
opd, el Al3] 7te] MEVY HE AlEe] FEA H4TE Ui
A AMA X (new governance) 2 HAIE7|& 3} (Pierre and Peters,
1998). <E DolAE ole|g 7 Avdzet 4 Avd2e] Aol
BolF3 glrh
A A o] &L A= F-FABA, 2I7H HY, a7
chekst Hefe] F-AF 7o) HEUAE vlgtEE dAA AlZE A
s givke ddA & ovlE 2E £ Uth(Pierre, 2000). EI
A (steering) ol 2= N 2E FHo FFAEL 71&9] A AA
o ¥y, FAZ guEe ARy 23E dAse glen, AY
2 o|B7HES ARE WA 4 (contextual phenomenon) O & e}
goh E=3 ARA olaldA Y Fe thFF A, AxF WA

o K

w4y W

T AHEAY M HuA

T And 2 A And s
3ol
(old governance) (new governance)
o)
7Hstat) e Ll NG,
%L YL (public sector) A2 49 F&, W7, A 34
Rﬂh‘:(:s;h;iion) 44 2} (process)
ZF (rowing) Ho Z7 (steering) ,
A (providing) 2l 2% Al enabling)
98, B4, AA A2 4 = 7, ¥%, ¥4
AZA, A4H T3 HEHZ 9 HEVY

23]: Leach and Percy-Smith (2001), Peters and Pierre (1998).
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g FHE Ao, FRe F4H 988 AU L ded) B
2 PAAE 7heH R ARE F gloke HolA 297t
A ae w2 D509 AAA (accountability) T BHdle] F8
g U E 7L ith F, FEE diEHE T AHdadAe A
Vo] dat Hlad P AR F25 /N2 Uz, FXY
fol gt Aol Alxy oz B e o Hg, A Adx
M ol HEA /N9 Hoje} Ao diF AnE 8 7stn

- ATH(Hirst, 2000).

(2) A Ao SEnt 37} ¥ XYsF| AHAA

oe] A9} F]ofl 2 (Peters and Pierre, 1998) &= % 7}%] Aujdxo] &
e AFstn ded AR, AHIAE AHATNM HEY A (net-
work) o] T84S =99 & JHEHE o]FolWthe HollA 97}
Atk 2Z(Rhodes, 20001 60~63) ol w2H AuldzolA YES A
of it Zx7t filelgdn FFsted, AMdae 22 A3Ae
o o3 WEHJAR ola|E & om, F-ALe YI7EE v
A 3t UER A FAte] 137} Alg] koA dazgoz
olsiErt. EMle BFE AR EA s Al s TG &
Az AFHe Zo] oide}, A4 FATHAN JYH S PAsh=
A2 vtk 4o itk AMA, VEHZE B3l TFFEY A
ARE A9E Ogugt ez gaxor EUg A, o
39 FHFZF (Quangos) 3 2L F-AHFES FHS FAl] wx
UE RFEo] AWzl dAor FAFE Aot} (Peters and
Pierre, 1998:226). YA, ¥ (power) o] A= G FAFHGTL
2 AFHA AAA oy o3 (mutilayer) 22 H X Ho] T4t
3, Z2YH. Lasswell) o] F3he “FAe 771 £AS, AA|, oF
Al A= A7V (who gets what, when, and how) 2R BAlE= Avld
2 dollMe AV 27 (steering), SH B4 (enabling) 3 -8 (de-
centralizing), 12|31 HEUVH R ML T3 WAHA] €L A
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2 FR{e d9¥x AAAYA 7AEA Eh(leach and Percy-
Smith, 2001; Hirst, 2000).

A Avpd 2ol g 7 F7F 2 25371 FEAA dojuke
Avdzel] gigt ojsjiot o BN FEE Bk I oE
Brjgte F-AH FEUHS it e F2 ANFE RN &
geed), ole Ad AwpdA 1 Ao Wig A3 Frt Y 22
7t FEAA S dUHE A olalE 4 g7 WiEelth SR
A (multilevel analysis) ©] LTH & o7} vig o7)d) gty I=L
dZ Y, AFHe=E v¢ FIHAINE Z7HE AFn 23014
719491 FrH A 3§ (European Union) ol W&t oldf §lo] A9 2w A
HUAE @A ol8lsl7]le B7153t  (Leach and Percy-Smith,
2001).

b 9 22 Awdze] AdHe] 2 SRS HjFo £ o,
A AR 2E ARrEola AR EA d2E A% 39 2 ol
I, F-A 2 @ES EUY 3449 Foln, B XA F
-Ab k9] AERA E3L JVEAAS 4 shdoltd (Mouritzen and
Svara, 2002; Pierre, 1999). Z12]3 A|A13] ojgjel |ojjA Yoln}
= P9 A A zel AdolA A E et (Sellers, 2002a). F-A}
te A3 e AR §AHE A7 9ES A,
FAl 71gdolvt AlRIALE 2R E S HXA FHx FlskA €t

olglg NIBAE WE 3%, AY AdAE =A] HF ol 2ol
A7 78, 2B EAZ7I0| & (theory of local state) F-& TAIHA)
AAE & A 2] Z A B BE o]BES o B
A B2 dEATIE 98& It (Pierre, 1999:176). 2 (Stone) & &
Aoz st YAol@ FHAEL dol 3t olf VIESH A (issue
network) 241 AALE oA 9] AL R A EASZ FHNA v
EQA F49 BAL oAz yAL AMd2e A¥H d=
E71% 319, )2 (Pierre, 1999) ¢} L A= FH oA MAHdh=
vkl o] zt Zriuich ¥ A=A §FF gQlo] Aoldr] wfid
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F-A} 2] BEUAOI} AR RN BA 5ol w tege
Fejel Auds wao] ZAskn USE HoiFET Yo

2) X A2 ol 47| ¢ iEolE

TANIE, AR, ASEA FL JAFAE B4 T 0SS A
g v AW REL o]d digt dgHoR 99 22 ALFFA
52 2T & U= TN AT (governing coalition), & F-A} 1+ 7
EVHE IEHo[AY T& AAxHA BAeHA HAoH, o]z
AEA A P& AYsh] st =AALEE W HA X
hekgt o]E2FYY AlETE ol gk AR ER(eitism) I} T E
(pluralism) ©. 2 UE = XG9S @ EY F22% 8 (structural de-
terminism), %% 0] & (requlation theory) & CThAFF =27} lojgrony,
7 FdA 27t} B2 (Logan and Molotch, 1987) 2 &S+ A%
71783 ~E (Stone, 1989) 2] #H o] E (regime theory) = A4 F-9]
Y AR Qs AAAYHA F-AHF-EI 5}] 3 (governing
coalition) B4& B EANEE ERate A4S Astn e
HellA, ez A|H 72§ QG R P9 ol fé}t— o] o}
d HAREEY] A3 248 AFstn dvke SHAM AL A
Hdxe] AFAQ o]i 1o} (Stoker, 2000). ©] ¥ o]&& AFAQI
A GAs] A& AF3lolA ‘F-olo] AL AMUAE 7hssHA
E3 ofgA ojFAerlee AR 7P AAA e o]8L
AAA gk Y

27+ 23] (Logan and Molotch, 1987) &< EAAIZEAELS
EAe AN EA| o] & (and-use) FH] M T3 AEA
39 AAA A L S Frste Aol UE Wl oE
o] A%x Ho FHL Fo AR BAFAHY S FEI¥HL F
At} ol FAELE TAAA € EAUNE AFAA Ade F9
of Boler BAH oldg FAAstn 1 oYL Fuistr] $s}o

m[o

)4
r+

SES

a f‘l(‘
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EXAFE FAske Mol HY, F EX A BAR (rentier) 3
tho] ZA8t3 glow, ojEe] AW 7ldolv FAYUSEE T
3l 1 Aol di@ S LS fAdTe Aol

o3 AV AR UF JY¥H L AWHFE s
AL A F e s AR Y Fed Papd FUG
Aoz zgsy A AWIE AL sidel A7) T Growth
machine) 24 2t €oh AA71TE FEIL e YAAEL
JdFoly AAZ AWFFLS F52QA EA2 Bu, AT
‘G galste] AAE A2k wBIVA] (exchange value) & i3}
sEle BEe BEdth

Z, AARE soiF 43 2AE BiEte UM IFHE B
Abstel Q53 P AR s)Fstele Aol A7t 2dolehe
Ho|th(Logan and Molotch, 1987). ©] ARAEA F(progrowth
group) & A9 Fda Aol A FAEL ZFAA FAA ol
TR AAA ovAE 8 BAAY 2 EE FEF
o2x e AL uigo R AAde o5& 4 due Aot
(Jonas and Wilson, 1999).

# Aol 8L TAIFA Y o]FpEo] E FHE I o]8EA, AW
R A AAF 4719 =A WY AR g AAA A
< AT dBAQA A Fo F AR 2E (Stone, 1989) 2 °f
EdEHAdanta) o] EABAHHE BAG A3} F-AFEDS A
(stable) o] HAM W] FAHQ Aoz Fose #Ho| AKHoZ F
Aot A4 2 AWFRe] AES F2dt vk F3
st itk #HAol@8e AW RIL =AY FAHF etk F4F
AYL 7T QgolE B7etm, ANHRI A AFH Fe A
AR Aoz Q3 FaF Wzt PPAE — 53 AHE LFF A
i 7197k — 3ol 89 glole A FAYAES WA 5+ 9
£ X5 FAded] wgn A9t U+

19903t o] F E=AA] greA|dA et Feje] ol =AY
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B4 met AxHR glevt, TA] #olgd 7 A sie
EABA AN TAREY VLA A (informal amangement)
olgtir & 4 Uth(Stone, 1989:6). A& Eol 2ES AR wHA
2olt 2EH (Orr and Stoker) & TERO|E Aol T4 Fo
N (human  capital) YZolY, 2EHS} E2AHA (Stoker and
Mossberger, 1994) B4 Kol @39 Hale} Zo] tiekdt YA Y
Bt AAIEA R, 7 AA-A R AEE FAEY B34 A
Agto|n, ol¢} 22 A g BAV A9H A el 7Y
A A g7] Wil @ FAlEo] A3 AE (Stone) o Bl
A& dAe| 8 AFor Azstn Uk

# Aol 8o Waw FAE BX)%5H (governing capacity) & FAJsta
HAgte o £Fo] vk AE(Stone, 1989) 2 HHo] ALFE FA|
(social control) 0}7] B A8 A At (social production) &) FA|7} SV &
**zo}ﬁt} = ZBE Y (Robert Dahl) 3} & x|dA13] A= &3}
& 71 AujE=r} (who governs?) o] S FAAITH Abs|AgAk
o] HHL AE9A P AWM 58, F Auje} BFEY oz}

HE 0|77 Yl FEshe Pl Tl W Aejrh, #HFo|
E2 AR g AolA AR e £4E& BAAA B
Fo} vy REE 53 #Ao $4T FAHLNU TIAFHY #AE F
Aoz #Ao] oJBA AR AAA w8 (socio-economic context) Sxof|A
AL A Herld #HE 73

olfl FA7| R FAlEL AL AT ARA Ake H]
23 A=A 8AER QlEte] EAIRA A FRFE JTo]
2453 PE-Ro] Z3E B FAAAE S B HAF
Acke AAA ol AU e olBolgtn B ok o]d A%
& @A AR FY7t BA] FARH A LT 247) opd S HA
Fon At Avd s Rgo2A AAE L T (Sellers, 2002a;
Stoker, 2000). HAIZE HEo|A HZEEo] A fFafste 24
o] 2% 33 tiote] At AE (Stone) o] NEMEL Al B HE

_IBJ L m[n
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3 AFEAo] glo] Qulslele #AVF e Aoz By Y
3) XY AHeHAL BlWsY: 47179t A HTH WSt A

A7 83 HPol8L VEH R AN AR A%
2, AAA FFgo] ARl ALE EA A A JBE o
ez AUZE A (private sector) A FXAE B (coalition
building) o] JERIA Ectn Fsta lon, &g AW7|delu A
FA G (rentier) 59 B AP T AT JYHE HAFozH
o3 A EAloA e AMdAE & BARKL dvke A 383
o itk

SR|q, o] £ o]&o] AWHR) ] o] WA AT FHS T
AL ER%E AMolY, F o] 29 A Avjd o] dig AW A
o dig wwA Azt AR e EE, 53 F o] A3 v|=FF
gl F4F o]Eolgke HolA BlmATiAA EAF ol H e
U Slch(Pierre, 1999: Sellers, 2002b). oo, =23 E2X
(Logan and Molotch, 1987) += A|¥kpEoll A AAA Y (growth coalition)
o] uj3 WMl FAALE FrIvtn FAs Yo, B
gxgel ZA¥A 74, vlF ol9d v IrleMe 47ade
o] AuiFog HoptAY, AAde 43T FAAR] ¥
Ao doex, v=Y A9 oif o FEeR EHHn S
o] WA gth(Stoker, 2000). ©]& A&A HH B FAEo] 4
7|77 H Aol &) HmATNX e A et vl@3ta 3l
E Aot (Sellers, 2002b). YT FAHCE ojwdh SN o]
g o|29 HmdTeAe ekl vlada sl

A7 e YAl FAEUR 7] 553 g FAAH
(governing coalition) B/3-& 7138tz k. olEol oJstd, ZAAINL
g EXo]§Z A7 F-AF 19 HEUY o] Aok n|=3 4L
dAe =AFRY 7t & SAolga & 4 glon, 9o FAER
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g o F7] fgld F-AMEEY ¥ E FUFATE Ao] 9 ]2
S 0It} (Stoker, 2000:94). T o]29] B} Z7lol thit ALr15A
M olnl B A77F AFHR G (FT 9, 20005 o124,
2002; frAY, 2003), <& 24X Ee A F o]E9 A=4 e
< olsig gart ik

AR, A Rel A8, 53 7IdTe] #AE BY, 9E yate
A g A AFA G (market-oriented) B& & F Utk A
A7\ FEAME EXol8e] FUistE 53 o|&FA L Yl AFAd
o] AAAFA FALEE BAElA, AYHRE BYdle FHE B
o|i $1t}(Logan and Molotch, 1987). A%< 742 pgle] B
F2o2 A3 FATY (governing capacity) TFFE A3 ArId7
B34 4 e /Mste dioBdME B 4 UKo, FANIY
R Az FHE AFEAAE B NAIG S §Ase Wk A
P 1 gloH (Sellers, 2002b: 622), FAFHAM] FL& P}
T HE7F ohd AlAFolt}(Stoker, 2000).

=4, A SE = AMA S globalization) 2 13t} o] A B
A g Aol AAQZA A nA e G| FaHe e, F
o|ollMe AWML HAH sde] Ao AFstn e AHA

E2
43I7|TEY YF0IBY
Ry yg

v l R
59 AgL A1 (regulatory)

A=A wet 4377
43R aREe |adyr ge 5
3. v

[<] O}:Q

AAA & dgel
e 74
AR ge  |a) City Manager b) Mayor-Council ¢} Commission

2| A% (rentier) o] A AR A AR
BR-Argle] 84 934 BXNAEES g5 | F wEo da AR
AT FHl (AEHRE 5 (mobilize) |7} B FAH AFE o
kiigs
Z#]: Logan and Molotch (1987), Stone(1989), Sellers (2002b) o4 =74,

X M)Ak 419 (local customer-based) 21373 A)
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Al (local customer-based) ©] 73A|o] &3 Y&2 7M. ok
T @b, AR717G 3-S5 EX0lS e 9 AAY
AR 58 1 =AY wdrkR 2 AMIIXE BeAA FAA
2HAEQ Be ATE fYFeEN AFd ke F A7
olfZl 2 Ao AAAZE sHARthe M€ 3 Ue Ao
th. wehd FAse FAPANAAY Gl aPFYE R FHR
29 AA 9 Aoz A3 Ao FALHE % el i)
e A9 d9g A F4 &1 ok

A, 4D E (supralocal government) FTANA 9 B AFHA
o] o2 Zrieke g A3 EEslHe dleH, HA - A5
2¥ (supervisory model) ©] oPd ZAAAH F2 AA H¥| X2
Aok = AT A7 He] BAE AR (strong mayor system)
oA He 75 AT Al 459 AHrIEe 2¥o] ofd F 7]
Fol #¥ L& YWU71F $99 REE vx BAES /AT Ao

ol 4z Ze EodllA ARE, w$ 2AE ATz ¢ Ax
ZoA 4371712 L A8 B 15 2AEY BAEY ¥4
& 53 o2 TAES o8 BAE ddste o] vl Unky &
A9g dwgstn ok 23y H2Y AFAE olEE vix 4
o] EAFX ol & Ui Bl =de] FuisE glon, 1 digtE
7] 1% W EA n2rt Fa AR B AN H2 T
Aohe 427 ATEANA 8 F ARl 47T 2 dF0l8
sk S o7l A ol&F ATAHd 23E #Fa Uo
(DiGaetano and Strom, 2003: Sellers, 2002b).

g2 9] (1999) B o]EW (2002 T ¥ A¥H d7AME &
F URel, A371TE B 8L oot 22 MEEST &
& NFI7ER AR e AR 218 7 I7HER ofde M
F7h ez A E3A 7 EAct. A2l (Sellers, 2002b: 613)
£ ulFe A AMdA AT A9 HE ¢ gl 7I9EY AA
o} AAAde] AeAge] e b Jete] AAEAF 4l
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£ 2452 A go] JbseA, vl$ Jol HHE ¥ Adn &
Jete, olad madTNe WAl dds) Fede AAz
P A2 AAERE AP EAATE B DA vl
U5 0% 94T My S0l Yasithn F4w,

N

N

3. XY AHAALY HI=FYH AlZ

1) MzFo|X 249 olojet €y

(1) X HHAAL} M Fo|A Ajzt

9 Ej 29} 9o 2 (Peters and Pierre, 1998) 2] XA E fHoA o
A fAZE AP AE o)Al ulFolA FrA ooz AL 9
ok 53, A4 Awda d7oM 27p8 uiady, GAd, #dol

25 #3 EAFA Afstd disiele At gl 28
o] 23 AtH(Stoker, 2000). L2t 2t F7bEo] AR AT 1 Y
27t 72 e E5 34 9 A=A Wt oigk Az ols st
flole A4 e AEd AV dSE Aidstn, A AW AY
Ux ANz 57te] Alea Hekg mejgjol dthe F3o] §
et v} (DiGaetano and Strom, 2003: Pierre, 1999).

@A A 71‘34"1’\ AN A=FoA Aztel 2He YA 3
$ (collective action) & 3w A=d et Sofla of @A 7lo] 3
Fohe7tel %lt} (Stoker, 2000). wHpAl 4};} thrste AHg &
A ABIEAE a2ty A F-AF 2 F2 A 3AEY] J7A
Y€ duste AMd 2 o] 8L ol 74]5—. wers vdte shie
Aol olt}, #Flo]Rolu} 2Ho| 23 2 Avd A9 EAo
EX A =FoA AlZte] AHEo|th(Stoker, 2000; Pierre, 1999; Sellers,
2002a). 22 AW o8 22 FF AN AT dzE A
S8 v5F A=F WA 7 ooz Hlarbsgd E471 Al
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7193 3, E Aud FXFAF o] F-A-A M 2] SE
UAE od oz oo sieRd daide, aEln 4 A=)
o2 AMd2 FHE 7R A g e A3 Reg do}
AT} (Pierre, 1999: 373).

AR =5-0] & (new institutionalism) & ¥] & o8] Awgx] Fold
Me mAE BolE dollzle AT, 1990 Fut ojFo] A
dre A Amdx dPelA AZFH Ajzte] 2AR HadF
7h thekstAl AAE D Yok BE AR EeA =oj=H e A K] A%
o] AAEFE], F {elF A (rational choice), A}3]3}HA (sociological
or cultural), 1831 YAH (historical) AAEFQ e 217] =99
A7Nee] thar)e AT A2 o)F Buy} A} o|l@Hor 59
e S BAFa Jdon (34, 2002, FEHo2E AEs 3
A2 P& A (shape) e 31t 71X (value), A% (tradition), T}
HH (norm) o] WWANE (embedded) WA Al2mloz ol&idtan itk

EF FHe) AZAE BFE D AAEFIRES AT HA)
Z¥e] BA (relationship) & FA13t] A =2 wigto] sfolo] S Aok
3t Bl AR A3 REo] g8 A=rl W £ e s}
e ¥ Atk FASE vie} go] B A3 74 2vhe) %
W AMA 2} AW A A E(institutional setting) A LA &7}
o 3ol R HA Ztxe] AW AMdAst Hagle AEH
[R50 A9 EHo] ik Y

AP A A AEFH FHL g 2 olfdlAd 1 ¥8A

| 2251 ok AEA AT A2 E& A8 A7 v
Fol & o, =7}(nation-state) ©} 3L FFHE wrdsin 9lo) 2}
7t AolE HoAAF7)d fol3im, L ol F It 5Ad 719%
AWFR MY A=A gL F713F vlwel st B3] o]s)
g 7l Q7o A A AE ol#sle © Yol )
(Keating, 1991; Pierre, 1999). ©]&3t =] 2AZ 29 277t
AR v nAFAE B Ho Xl e Hjolur}

[o]
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© B A A= (governing institution) AA7F 2E AL BdZ:m 9]
ot old dated, AW AMdae O Foig AW oz ZrhA
EA9 22713 (supranational) E4E& B5 u)

BRI 2L 849 TALREY AxH &
A EAo] a3 ¥ 1 vk (Sellers, forthcoming).

(2) X|d Hejid2o] T of2): ojZn S| HY

ol 2 (Pierre, 1999) & 2] 2 (Sellers, 2002b) =9 FAEL =
7t B AYEF ARAA & AdAR Y AFFL BMF=

2l daiMe ol A $d Hell 2 Fa40] ArEAY, o=
A7E FHHCE F43 WA Edha AHspAM, AT
249 =S B3 vuAdTrt tigte] € & glvkn FA3Th A
2 (Sellers, 2002b) & Ao BAPAFEo]l A 2AYH fFo
AZdA e AH 5L BHA dFo] AddAe Iy 2

2 Atn F4ut AUt 56 24 T4 A Aud
A AL PZ (infrastructure) 7} Z17) BFE FEle] AW A
Adsdttn F33ch §3] Z3} ARA7)A(Hall and Soskice,

2000 9] ARFS AR HTEA 5L o 8jd, pAz Bk

¥ o2
iy ok

m\m

fwj Aeieag) e 243t 23 REEE
olma 7x %9=¢ A (collective) A gEA A (market)
2 B3 3 2y FUHAA Ay o3 A
A A 243+ 23 B3} +hors}
BTz 2% FYFA) N E & (fndividualized) #
g A A AN 7=
ol et Z%4] (corporatist) 337 g =3
NARBAAA | 232 23 (Coordinated) ZA5A A 28 (liberal)
EA 57} Z§Fe 1y A1 28 (liberal)
ke 3% Ats 2 8 A vl ot Atg] 2 S A

&A1 Sellers (2002b: 621) oA Q14
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Fejo] AT Axrt £ AW AAlo|wE FHLE F AN
2 A dFL v 547 vz FAAY A E B B
931 glth

F2 A2 X (Sellers, 2002b) & A}alﬂ EYL v R 57Y 371
o] vy stE 2AsE QAZalZx (organized mfrastructure)c
TR FUER FFY ‘QE‘;}Z}-——*O] A4 gEE HES ARs o
HEstolA Ay 2 FAFYe] AESE ] len, FYjne
Fdstd 337 2 235 BAF o e FE FYHAF
deld HA4 AP 2 P& 24} v F Aol £
e el 2 o] FolA7lE AT, FIFRIL AW ER sd7 =
A FPHEE AYE Fdch a8jn JAstE AFAAE
S8 Ay Fel A FHALE mesl Bwjdte TERE o] Fo]
7 St

olgldt % P FAAxele] QE AFHLEZ 23 7Y
wEoldx AFA Az} FHAAE B8 AT £ IIVEAE o F
o] Wl FHlE HQIt}(Hall and Soskice, 2001). EFH ZFF9|H
Bxiz7te] 4Zo] AAA o]dHete EX|o| S FiAIe WEL
2 Ax3lslo] At} (Sellers, 2002b). A A+ Y FAE (Munster)
Ale] At E ERA 19609 R AZE FEE R TG (Lands)
FEo e F&o] AR BHAFA L EAAYAR A ds
ol WAIE o] U1, ANAMEHAE FAFTANA 2= A o4&
stn e, $93Fd 98AEd sl n8d AT A8
o] AW ARIALF o] o] &Edhe ARThe AR R FA AW 9
Z3le Wato g Axlo] gl FAFICH(Sellers, 2002b: ‘626‘*'
627). 2|3 A% (city-owned) 714E0| Z4F A GHNEP A Ad€
AL g FFE-E Fdsta U7 WEo] AF7AAMNL FgoA
2943 av A4S gl 47e] vinjait

vhd o2 diZA¢ d2 B F de AR A A (market-cen-
tered) JATLE}FZE T2 ARFAAAE Gl ZE EF°] o] Fof
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Ae FHE Aot AT, oY, 39 AWHEE B oje} F
EE 2 P37 J9= 2F3} LPEO= FY EH3EH g1
cAste dEe 5o vk TqF FHR T TAFE o) &
Ue 837183 2ol 54€ Fd9 IFAAE za gl go
o, Wi A AAE BAstn ok AR TFERE BAsE S
i oA A RIF SR A Eulol 2x]sr)Hiks AW
Aol B& o&sHA HeETh webA Ade] FAAZ=A}EC] 2G|
A 7193 Al §4E Avdas Bxo g Azsr|e siA T,
ARFREL AR 9 oz AAZITEH (Sellers, 2002b).

Aze vl=9 wiE(Madison) A9} AHIE B3l Al 5413
Az27} DA A Avfdze] g X Ex] HAF A
Aol AHFANE S T @A AR EGOR A AR
Aol A Aot FAZE dReH, BAAE FEH AFsA
FAAAZ Fdth BAl 3 T FHR FHA 5d o9
Zo] AtEA EXo|u AR EAS FHH EXAE-S A3 EAAY
of MU AT YAl gl7] Wi EU7} vms Juizez
ujesta, HEAgde] oA T AL AHHAZEC] TAAY %
A Ao Fosta Uk TS A A9 ANGAA R A8 A
WRog APAIES] Ao ZAAR Aol gt FAFe] Holx
3, T AL 9 H AT Y] st FreRe FdE RAFE
o} ol2lg n5e Az wWee] 7|YF YL FFIEE Fo
24 YRt R njogt AP HPAE A&
= At} (Sellers, 2002b).

AFfH o7 dejxo AlHA & 5 e AL AW E SR
AxA B3 2 E0] AN dREEY FHYY 2 AF
It obde}, A3t #A|, FFI BA (intergovernmental relation-
ship), 18]3L 3|ALe} 4H|AL, E& FREAES A3 7A] 43S F
o2 Zhxol A Avdzd & 943E nX 1 ke Aot} o
ZhA Fo A AW A2 I7RE vn g &5E, A7)
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E4
T o§2(Pierre)d)
Ay HHHA Y

< AT A=A gt Exe 43S 3HE + e B4
W& 3QbaloF Tk (Sellers, 2002b: 636).
S} 2 (Pierre, 1999: 377) € 27] ©H& FEle] Awdx R e 2
71 b2 Feo FYFede JFHE A erg, AW AvdL
TFoMe 2 FAo T8 BAAAA, oPdAHQ E4o] Agsojo}
gctn Fgdch ol JRAAA A Avdze AxRA &2
T3} dd2e Zt 37k Az Ay JRAAY 2o o
g 2t7] 28] &8 5 e AW ANd2: BYE AAsed, @
2|2 AvA A (managerial governance), ZFF2)2 AW A2 (corporatist
governance), 3R &FH AW AA (progrowth governance), 18|31 B3R
AWA X (welfare governance) 7} 1710t} o]F ¥ A Avjdx

Awd s 23 3 = FAEE g B3| diEH A4
ARARY dzete] F|FFAu 29 B |New Public
&y [-ARE ol flolAm A | E4E Eole R [Management
Avdza |3 FAQde] o] gt o] 3@ ER |EF
AWd 2 Py
ZA] AR AA B2 A AHE2 FF (MERE A
ZHF9A (A 24A olldel | dEE A M| |FEH 2¥F
Awda  (Fadrt ol Roixe AW~ Fujad 34 |9
el o 23] sict
ARBAE FFA7] AR EAS R &F AW+ R =
AR AR Al el F |2 47N ZI Al
Add e | x3tE YHARZA Y A& B A9ZA
A e - FE
AVY 9 (private sector) 9] | [B71Ho2E % |93 HHE
&2 HAxgstn I/t A3A A4 | (Liverpool) &
B2 A2 2E ARA LS B3 BE B 974 |94t 249
AdE Hote Y @ % BA9 ¥ |2 B
A o] vl A
EAE

22 Pierre(1999: 377~389) oA A4,
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o A= 89E, & FAERS} B3 71X, FAYPY § A3
Axd 298¢ ¥Fsw Jon, AAEE I AP ARA &
Aoz Q& H3H4 S Bl

oj9 Zo] A2 AWAHA AFE A Avdzd Ui AxF
XS Azt Utk s AR, e ZXE Ropde g iy EF
o2 FUHA &sk7] WEed 2 (Pierre, 1999) & 3] A (Sellers,
2002b) o] B¢} o] HZo| AT WHEA AFHE A=dhe H
gro] it} thol7iEl 9} AE 2 (DiGaetano and Strom, 2003) 8 T
T oj2lg oA HEFE o] dr} ojEL AEA vlwAA WY
oA 735t e Al 7 A2, & FeF dgel&x 73
A L, 283 723 FJPHE et 71Ee AR A7
THES ol we BR/F F A 7K g8 A5 gE dFE0
Z47] AE 9 =l BAl7F ) Wi A=y EME B8 5
9 HIe Alzdof dvin Fgstm sk

A2 2 (Sellers, 2002b: 636) & AW Avjdzo] gk =71zt ¥lw

AA gl Aewe] Lasthn FAEA THERH (ke
vel analysis) ©] B AS 723} AWl e] AHMAHL &x] BB
F BAG A XA Hel Tl @] Edtn g
Yzl F6 8 039 dxzerzrt 43S v Ror] i

A

Uxel ABRVAE 2H4Y 5 U= dof Frhm FHUTH(Sellrs,
2002b: 636~637).

olsh Ze Hze| ATYFEL AT WRFe] A Auds
Tol AYe GO del, L MR HNTIIIE A A
s A7 G8A AFAE Ttk Aol e ofn)s} =g,
2% WS HER AT0|8 FuBAeR =R Fzd
doluh @3 F& 7t Fvkel B e ngtetele Jde] wASE o
9 e AT YAY 583 AT Bk HEW (1999), o]

re
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T8(2002), A (1999; 2003) T AFE ol2F BAHGA E ),
MT=7e] o] 2olM JHshe AEA wHes andor A E
ol w2t BladT ek HellM ol$- <ju)yt =,

°]§ d7dM FH AT'ehe 8018 A gkon), §FA Am
AA G zto]Ho] M AR o]2EYd FAHo2 gstm 9l
2 WEsL Stk a8y Az A%e ojs d7d yg Wi
A Y teEE AT & USEME 59 AEA Ay &=
A& 2zt 71 AmAdA e Aol eg delde 834 A4 Al
U2E f71408 BojzE £ gl

2) 8= 3 SOt jo} XY A Aol HEX Wzt

A And s ApdA et oha), thefdt Bololx X7 Fxjo)g
o AHA A& dF 4ol ArlFAey YD HHE o

€ Zoith. B34 B4 $4E T 28 (m, 2003 = o,
A ATge 8018 AMERE ¥ty AEAA Y lold] 234
= T3 e A (HALY, 199 = st Aok Im©2002) 2 Zs)
o mad #=3 2L AL AFAEY PEEE FEE £,
AN &)X (ritualism) 9 T (collectivism) 7} FR& 282
S4ez24 AT PFAYAEE atlg Fgakes d o] Fofg
oz g3ty FAjI,

2 Im(2003) o #3el e A= AR PAER THetn 9
€ shel Ay, H= §9 JIAAAR 1 A od gAleA &
A shue] A3 (daily life) 2M 9] AAZn Fatn e e
2 Ho} ti—ga}f_;:z:(l)ouglas North) } o+& 4111]5%‘-911}%61 12
A= Fostn gle AmAdel Mo &3k Ao Holok & R
oltt. & AFM A& o FASE upe} Zo] dhte] E¥A A
To2A AAEFAN Fejste AEAAY ol e FHee
A AE2E 7HA 2o | disle] 329 F8 AW Axgas
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2 B8 31z dE =3}H(DiGaetano & Strom, 2003 Keating,
1991; Pierre, 1999; Sellers, 2002b).

A ze] 7Pg A ido] ASEAl sAIFAA AFAH
Ao o] WEH1 vhe AYE AT W, F7te JES A
HEE Aol AvdA vlmdA dgAoltt. F7te] G Uit =
AL olu] 184171 AZABAAAL =% o] FHE UZINNE AA
AJAR ZAAA T el A& 9AE /R a Ao PP M
Z A, A2 AN, 2 PJFF7E 5 371 G gt B o
ol Jdeistont, tiZf AAEA Alza o =09 Wets ojdtd,

53] 1980~90:dhell I7lER #HE =Aoze MEwdT
BAEARG AN F7ke] Aol B o|&84 Folgtn & F 3l
ok ZHAIE AMY fATCER 28] Ik AAEAE &
T deH, Fotrol I7te] AALHE AZAA A T &
Afegtn FAs= Alnds AAgaiel A28 (World  Bank,
1993), 28]l ZA|E38}7]F(IMF, International Monetary Fund) S0
w2H Folrlo} G0 E (East Asian Tigers) &) AANLL & A
£ 259, Yo7t 2L 7198y B4, AITE 53 583
AR Foll 71k Fggt

o5& EE I7Ie Jol et HHoR FRlgh= AL oA
gt A dEgo] obd HxA d¥2 BARI skAu, &
™ £ (Chalmers Johnson) 22 ¢°]= (Robert Wade, 1990) T<] &
A= 7} (developmental state) ©|E7HEL 713 =79l dYE #g 23
o AFH ARG A7) T T AT R Qe AA
2 Agubdo] o] FolA gohe HS T4 23 o, ¢ AYx
(Woo-Cumings, 1999) &} 22 59 2 AP % o3| o]H
78t 7te} BT (strong state and bureaucracy) & F2ko] dollS-&
HoF3 3ich

344 (2003) o] FdA BHE o2 7o o] EYA TR
o] B2 F2r8o] 3l o] AMdelth. HZ9 TAFTIE =8e =
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7] 7193 A, & Ao de] S A=xsa o
the ook (F487, 2003: 3). 283 AAR e 2 94 of
Ao WAV R AW YE AR FR-7IABA7} Bo
HalEon BE Ads gl

a2y oA E B Fotrot F7HES] A fdle 7 ¢ B8
ol ALZld Z&o] Fe glon, 1 o] FAPNS T &
TR sttt Hopol & Aot} frlofAlolelH FA A AL A ¢
3] (UNECAP, 199) 9] # EIAMME st glRo], Ao}
A& Algle] 223 e A=A EFES AASAAY, dY9F9
Al E2 2AF7E Aol ZA7F A3 FEHA o5 ALEE A
&t vk Fsta ok

by FHI7IERS] A m2d A AupdzolA o) d
Axstd 2 4L AAY AEH R (@) AYF
718l 2% B3R o] Folrlol 7] HE3ta QU BE =
Zhaith gk FejE Kol Qe Ak Aot dEI e AL
€ Hogks, dolAfA o|Fd ZEYd #aFd] A Eee
AgA A g BAH L 71971 A8l AW P FEF (the Local
Government Improvement Campaign, 1906~1918) ¥} Z-& 2 ukA}3]le] o)
A A AYAYE FEdhe 7R AU sRRI=E 7R
A& AGFRIEANA AHA 71 (@ sense of nation) & BA (molding)
HFAAT, ol APAME AR EANA ALH MY S A=
SEE 7138 Fo3ir] Wi AEALE S R oo FA} 24
S| (conténb’ous) o7l Rk %3§ (consensus) & FAl3h= WaFog @
AHo] goie 72 A% Uk (Sheldon, 1998).

Uz} HolN FHHRe] BRE AW AX5Y P4 Ja)
veRAE 150 FEUAL ¥4 Qo] HEd ARY A =
7H-7% AlleRe ta A2 BAE FAFeEN JRe njsd
Axo AAE 7 o F7td vlE] AF3] A&AHQ AW And
2 33 g BFEoh, a3y g Ao s, YR FYFE-
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AR R-2 WAL o) BAE olFEE TS JEHE Bdvkn dth
gAY ANGAAMNLTG 2 FEFF o] /G AN =
A BAZL ASH (hierarchical) Q1 BA AT, 27t} wFE7|A
o] AFEA G 22 Zole F8A FAVL He F ARMEE uF
g ANAAE BHAFEGE sz T (Smith, 2000).

HZ Urban Affairs Review 5 F8 TAIBA] &3 78 Bl
A% e 7Y AR ARdle 2AES EoFa v A4
tf e 9ol (Zhang, 2002) 8] F= dsteld) HAHA AT7E =
Ho| 8L HAFZ7I] &3 thFAQ 29 AT F9 A,
Aalole AWAHE A7 A, S AAMNEEA R 3ty
v A ZAEFold A8 HAAAMAL Adstolo] it HFol&e] A
fo] AAH SN E A3 5] UAT, 71EH R AFF
& oM gRole FAAAR st FAA SHAME H3
ol2¢] A& 7HsAol Yoldtte Fn2 e A7AHAE LRI

919] Alelleh Mg Zolsla], 1990 FHHRE 3= stEA|d B
A7) AFe AR dF Beh AR e =952 dYEE,
3o UgYE 59 AGAs gE ey AUIFE, dRelE Tl
BRHogE Augo] QAT =] HEI A2 Wt A
WAXE Ad9drlde E4A7F Ao FEstn o R 9,
1999; o134, 2002; fAY, 1998). ©E Folrol Z7tEY A A
dagl ppA7IR 2 27t QQZete] A Avjd 2o gk gkl )
< 3, 20 359 Hfole AW AWdzdA ofd AxH
4 2 =yt zsEojol & AU

oty AWk AT} obd =he] 8% - AP A Lz
7 A Avjd oM A Fe 7|32 gt e (2003) 9
A7o] ZAS B ), e AW AWdss PPA FHAA =
T2 AReAdZ7l vlste] 4] E@sy AP AR, A
A 2o e A 22 3}RE (organized Model) ol 717+ Zgx
2o FUHAS F7h9) vF £EE BHojx ok dY A 1172
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Z A 118ZAA AR dg A=A BAE sl o, A%
A ANYES YAl R FoN AR 7 29X 9] oA o
oJ &3 = gth

PHH FHAM T A Rl U FHH R AAAEo| WA o
E &A%, FILHE — oAl AdAL R AP AR, £ A
AR EF — 9 A7 AR R AL AGP). FEA A9
BF FEPHTHAY AEARTY, T A ERAYn g A
F TAAEESY F A8 7B 9E FAE 2 Hol YRR 1Y
AR AU BEARAAE B3 AN o] Ako] A h =3
HZ AR AANEE Yo 2 e ARFIR T 2L o=
A FAFA GA FALE FHA AR AR — AN AP =
— 9] ¢&o] Ar}

a#y 2ot malpzst wea] Aade oy, AR
o] 7182 o] §HIE ). HIT o ALAAGA A ARuEH
E AU AT ERAAR] 5 W Y2909 fHE 58 A9
ANEE F7ehs A o9} 22 watott, T XERIA|A] AlA]
o] ol HFdhe= A H7t ZA (translocal competition) = AW Anjdx
dA F8% WsEE me g ool g},

FHE(NEH 2L BRIAD) +949 IR AAE 21U @S
g AARA R BAEE JE SA9 AR dd=sy AR
3 AT FR3e] At Agel Qs EAA @AozA o
g ¢ Uk AFA A AR =238 AAY Fdol AEF
AAE 2 FHo] JEAIEH, FULEAY FUEFAE A g =
FE AP HI2dMoF 2 Ejlo] FAHCE =981 Y AFo]
. 294 AWt "asple A, AYPAISE FagE
Ageldie ARAA7IR] Fo AEHIE ME@h. =My
PP FAG (A = 282 7} Auket(Mouritzen and Svara, 2002)
7t A7 A FUFF A13] 9 o] A FHAFE g HEt X
AV Aol sl &aln, AYARE YHAL /1A Ao &2



328 ZEEHT M9 A 2Z (2003)

3o 9, 1999: 137).

wpeba] A ubE el ALE EA] sld ol e] dE A9 AHTIY
o] YA JEUNS m9dhe 43717y ol &e =4 4
oM e A% (mayor) 419 MEYaZ WAHD, Ogl, 32 35
T2 Y& doj 71 ANIALE e NGO 59 Al 39] 3’ (the third force)
o] AWAIZ N AFEF AT AMIL FH o F2T AAAH
o2 A Urk(elEY, 2002).

MR, 2~E(Stone, 1989)°] HaFE JEHEN Y ThLERE 714
d eV A7) T2 AFAD (rentiers) E°] WLl sl AW
FEE Fdsle Ba5g T2E A Fds] YT AAL
oA A B & o] AE F e TR JdAAT =2
o, AEA R} 7ol QAEIBE AFsld #XT F de A=
Aol lu, FEHEY A 2 AAFAE T AL Eed A
AR} A7 o &sta e AIA AR 71 e FAA
3 ¥4 FF9 FYF BAE ZolR7] otk whebA AR
71988 o&ak] gon, At id 2 AW JIYeA
o] A FPore Eirex wulsirh (Rl 9, 1999 137).
aglx $89 XubEe FEFRe] RujAEdo] oE stk
(FA4, 2000).

(B 5y} Zo] @Zel A AMd2rt A 571 QAZe7x
€ AFFFe 27153 Ajolg Bol7| Wi thE Fee Avd
27} Jehdel, o|9} o] A=A Aoldf] g A A FEl

ES
B3 MY AeEAd
2824

A=A A &3 2% (hybrid model)
AR R2RE ] 33 |FABFo] FAIAS (supervisory) =8
AWAA 2 Aol o |Z I 2 AARA, AR R 22 4% 7
7V A8, FARAN i oA
AR F - AR Fg AgelF
AWRR-ALg 9] BA L BT AF FAY AT Avidadt AR A
XA e 3 7Fsd
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38 Avshs Aol dwd] £33 zolu T2 FRL FA o
sl dwshe ART ¥4 A9y g /Mt AUAAA7 ¢S
T3t @ Fo L oA, FAAE 2 #H371E A%
A 718k 5] AR EAS ofdshe Aol AW AW o
ol BFAUE & 5 Uk olFH (2002) 9 oA Aol
gk A A zo] A ke A E BAE AlTE vy
g H2golet AR

MTFF7ESe g APErtE e 284 A& dldshe u 3l
ofF Hiel o] Fatn, 7IgdY o] & FAr| T2 Yol
A dhshe v=A Addes O B HoFEd, g, H2
BEER AT e AL S GERe] g9 AW Awdxs
o] P& B F U= bFE FA4en AT ET 9, 1999).
apeba Ao 2 (2002b) 7F AJAIE 223t By 2 A F4le] 2o
u gelze] Wl 71x] A Ada B8 date] A Awd st
B3] & LYo BRHV|EE EFRFPo g Holof Fiu},

rﬁl rE

3

4. 4E

25 IFF NFE FHoR o] 4TH AR At £33
°of LT BT ATR7} olgle] FrllME AdE UYL
Ze o O SHEA weln Al A2 ARRAANN AYF
A A Avdzel vasbsydel dg olgd 2 e e
AAEFYH Aze] 29€ Fa 2712 A% Avld2ze) sol7} A
=4 8<lo] AT 98-S wehln Yk 53] A e F=
) olgoz Aeje Y| TE B AFolent 2e A Avdx
olge] MmAQ Aol 4L 2] FalMe 2o A 5
e BE 237H 9%2 U3d E4E B A7k ez A
=704 Azte) =4 Bayol FEHAh
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*

£ AFfdM e AN == e A8 7HA B FelA A
i AWMU AE APRALRdIM e FEH EAE A A 9F
3 Fegzete F3ae 2 BANE Feln, wt=A] PR 3
Awkg oulste sdol obd g Foellx, shiel HPoz olsst
E o] AFAYS AHsuh

I=H w5 § F2 AAFAME AFEAM F-AF T SHEY
NS Zzstdr F5e) AR EA] A A Aol Ha}p 2o
£, AR} A7 FBelY gl oM & ZIgAH U AT D
o] Moo}l A 4 A5E& A8 AW FE FUske FHE B
AEth A, ol AlFEael ARl EL FopAoht HIM
T g A Avpd2E At o glo] A7 A
o], AA=FA AjZte) BdE §3 37} Az 3 AEH
B9 d7E 5 e 7129 E3h4 A 22 ojgiu 4

59 A tten o

=
T

gzt =He Al oule] AAYLEHR AL oA @ Jefferey M. Sellers(Univ. of
Southern California) oA ZAke] o2& AFic)

224 A2 tidlele ARFAH (iberal), HAIEA (Marxist), AHE|EHA, 12]n #4479
A (constructivist) Azt 5 gt #Ho] EAgta slov, A FEH 24v FAEA A
tiksle PFAtEol] gt 7ol th (Resenau, 2000).

B2 Avdart Ay i B3 g dhelrle i, 1 oj¥ele B B3talet
BAziel e 12A 9ug W¥stn itk Ropop @t (Leach and Percy-Smith, 2001),
Judd e gk A7 FES delERY AFoR Afstn o, ke #e FAFHY
g Agste AoA @Y FFE o go| ¥x rka gof & Aolrh,

SHoNA 2 (requlation) & A% (institution) & FZu@H o2 ALEE D S, ZH|EL A
A, A ATt BA ARSA FAd 98-S 71X E Aoz dddtn oy, ATE
olv} g8 Zo| EA ulR FA 9 dBAE Auste dl AV ok 2Holg s
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o] #Aol&s} ZHolEe ZIbeAdE BMEe AE o] ofdl 71AFT}(Jessop, 1997;
Lauria, 1997 Painter, 1997).

5 wekA AAzFe 1 2ol g A dEe gt} a4 (2002), Immergut(1998) 2 A
T2 Fag A,

3 DE

S - FES. 2000. 28 AWALS AR Ao, (FAH AR A2 den 3A) (YA
3] atAlste ).

23R 9. 1999 “FFABAA ] B, (P ER) 33(2) 1 123~139.

HHE W 2000, (FEre] ARG =ARETFR), A UdEd

oA, 2002. "Adze] sNdsk A A A oML AMIA " (F=YHPH) 36(4): 321~338.

ojFH. 2002. “FHFHH AMIA: o] AZzele @4 L A AvldzdMe] AL " (3R

AT) 8: 69~91.

. 1999, “HFel g G A" CREAAF) 5(1).

olFd. 2002. @ AR HE T AL, (FRFAT) 8(2): 252~291.

FAY. 2003, (AP B o] 27 AA, g WAL

2000. “AIAg}, AAFFE] 22n PR, (FPFER) 34(4) 1 155~173.

1999. “SA WMol F XA F W3 Peterson®] EAFAE AF,” (FI3F 3

H) 8(3): 79~98.

M. 2002, AR =Fele] HZ A o8 ArYHAH £, (FFYHEE) 36(4) : 339~359.

3434, 2003 A=) R@? AYstel AEsle] wim: §FIVIEY AEA AL (FRYA o
A Ssds] HH=T).
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Abstract

Local Governance and !nstitutional Perspective

Yoo-ll Bae

Recently a growing body of literatures explores the limit of state
and government authority and seeks to develop a more diverse
view of state-private-nonprofit relationship. Those attempts ex-
plaining the changes in societies have been integrated into the
scope of ‘governance theory,” which was initiated by European
students, and has become popular in the United States. The most
significant development in advanced and newly industrialized econ-
omies over the past couple of decades has been the transformation
of traditional image of government and political power, and the
growth of private and non-profit sector in solving governance
issues.

Governance is multi-layered and cross-sectoral phenomena at all
levels, and in the local societies, urban regime theory and growth
machine theory has been predominant among a large set of expla-
nations of local governance., However, the monopoly of two theo-
ries is in doubt in terms of the possibilities of crossnational
comparison, and thus to improve comparativity of the two theories
recent comparativists emphasize institutional analysis of nation-
specific local governance. This paper reviews these current de-
bates concerning comparative local governance, and attempts to
suggest multilevel analysis of local governance and institutional

aspect of non-western settings such as East Asian countries.

Key Words : local governance, new institutionalism



