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71 7 v EgstiARE TR Kol AMdAadts JidS A3lekd A4
ARl AN R = FAHER) AR FAS QA AREE ThsAol 7] wWEolth
&3], YgNY BN AWMAre FaAo] AFH= AF, AMEATE ou]s)
* 2008\ 4€ 29¢ /MWl A S 9fste] o]WA(2002)F FHOE VEY =Es AT Ao

1) Mdde &2 Avdse gk theFst WMol AbdloA GAl ztobE 4 itk AMds
A g8y 9, 1998 A, 2001), =AEAA A, 2000), FA A (WA,
1997), ‘=787, ‘F9 4 %il’(%‘éﬂ%, 2000), =& ‘AA (kY (HHH%D A%, 2000) SOo®
thekebAl Wolw o glvk Ak ojd WL Awdse] SuE EEA At EstnwE,
Al FolME olF SHol® Hw 0}01 'HHMGE}L ol 7t QHWOE AHE-5 3 Itk
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Aol 2A Tz, WA, RelY, ARz F o

Wt} (Heinrich and Lynn, 2000).2)

N4, g4, 54U, T8 52 1F ZE 22 Y'Y FE ATEH
g, ANAAE T AMEL o]2ERE ofy e} AEAQl BT HxolV|E o
th(John et al., 1994; Kickert, 1997). T Q3% A2 o]t HEx s dAstr] fst +
AL W ol th(Stoker, ©]% A, 2001a). 1l AR AHA Lol H
71 SEiA =, F dEEHL e9EHe AFEE AFEee 2 2 A9
(Osborne and Gaebler, 1992) 2.t} &A1 A 4 Q1 AW~ o7} sttt

II. Governance: 3 ¢ 9] t}kA

O

1. F9 9 AndAa

Ad s =909 e Y E] Ay, AF 2 rdse arFel F A
H(rule of law) ©]TH(Rosenau, 1992; Lynn et al., 2001). AW TIX =22 7] A o=
B AU Aol E ALY EFTE Foixl el wEk fEdth = 7Hg ol
SAET AVIA Fod F2 el s AuirE HAAQ HE A SARS 9]
gt A2 ofyihs ARtk 4] ABE A oA FALESS BT AWdA

] EE el el Folxl Agka o Feo] w

Newman, 2001).
A T Ad, oAk <, AL
, BRI 58 AAE Ak 7] QA W - Z(corporate governance) & =
= A T2 BF, T A9 T 719A8 G BEE o]
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2) AAZE AWdATE gl Fe] Fdagk npgAgt B E MV E
AFE-E 7] % $th(Stoker, 1998; Andrew and Goldsmith, 1998).
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o el THAEC] Aust: 2EO FAZ ddar] slskel ALY A
R AR etk SWeld HY AMUAE TEAS 2t

eow, AWMdAE AR Add A sd VAR gotele B¢

2 AR BAAbel BEdste] Aol AbE L, AIRIES] o3 o]
AlE oL, AR o] o] Fojx= WHe dAAshe AF, Ak 2 dxEt oy
© ey, @AhS) AA/AEA AN RN Aol AAERE W/ F3
gtal Ol E 7| % stth(World Bank, 1992). X3t Lynn et al.(2001: 7)< AW XA
= s WHoR Blgo] TREHe At &9 ¥ AT/ AY/E L
HE, rH, AE 24, 2 BEA A AlAl (regime)”2kal g o] Sk
= 2ddor ZFHAA 44
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2 5 19] AHo e e zow A9
i I AMdaE ARV FREA 9dEE e T (E) M d 2 (old
governance)' 2 -2} A|WIALEIZEY] MtEUV4] W U ES A7 FEAJ] dde 5
= ‘AN A Y 2 (new governance) & TiEgttl o 7]ollA T A AR AH
/AN MEGTL] FaoAol FFethe ARHolth oy d A3 Auds
g dATste SAE AloldlA TEAHoR wAEE A A ARl th(Kickert,
1997). Rhodes(1997) 93*] ol2]gt Ao FHstHA AWd A7 o] o], v

iy
2] =(governing) 4, 123 Hel <3t A

@ AMAAE AR, QAL AR, A, BEpe] 5 gvzge By

o2 HoH7|% $th(Ingraham and Donahue, 2000; Ellwood, 2000). o]zt 7 9]
© el AWdATE 27 Feke 5314 A9 e AAARE FA Y
EAo® Q& RztREe IR FEeHA FREETs As Axsh wekA ¥
& AWM sHAE SESH] fete] #Ee AINES FEHE WHIA 7= vk
3 A Ao] FAQdlw, o3t FAo] AWM= Zlo|th(Roderick et al, 2000;

Jennings and Walt, 2000). o]} #& 3], John et al.(1994) AMAAE A F-7]3
o & WA FAHAMH A A og HojstHA, vy & GEY
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2. 99 AWdA: YEYI AW A (nerwork governance)ZA 2] AW

91

dJe] A= AMdAE vt F
o] AWdAz Aot} oyt
(centerless society) & 2% 5 A ¢
governance) & AHWXA, AAHEA,
olg|gk Jo= UntHor AlNlel A%
Aol A GREAME A FE g o] Fojst
o= Z& 9w 3t (Lappe and Du Bois, 1994),
CH(Stoker, 1998).

A71oA AWM Ae= A FAF AH(market anarchy) 9} ‘Z# ASA
(organizational hierarchy)’ ©] tib#Ql eje] =74 7]Al(coordination mechanism)
Z IetEth(Amin and Hausner, 1997; Jessop, 1997; Rhodes, 2000). H=3st A5 #)| 4]
S AAFete ot A G 592 AsoEds SHORE Sk
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Avd o] S-S F4A7]7] f8t0] Az oEAQ vkt xS Alolo] A
st E ARl AXAH 24, & ‘E3EZ (heterarchic) AW Y2’ (Kooiman, 2000),
L= ‘¥ f(shared) AW ¥~ (Aucoin and Heinnzman, 2000)2}= §-°17F AFE- 7]

Aol Awds dA Folo) Awdss vhbAR A A systems of
rulesy & A HTE E3] olgld AL 2t AndAs FA A @ o o

FolA = Ao 2y, 5 Hikol o8 o] Fo] X tH(Rosenau, 1992). =, AH Y
ek A/ A AR SAEE glo] &7 H4e dAsty, A/ Sk &
s& Mdste 59 Vo= FAY F e vHS v H(Stoker, 2000b).

Holol Ao Jhd FQast 54 ‘HEQ Aot (Jessop, 1997; Peters,
2000; Pierre, 2000). HIE A= HlFAFolaL FEl EA=Z, FAQe W
WA, EgstA AR Ae/YgFaA v 542 E stk(Newman, 2001). o 7]l

LS
o FAHA WHol ofrjzt Bokel AR
ARl MEYH = fEF o7 e

T

o
A FLd e, oled MEaE PR
o) A9 A= Zow, ARl FA

TEE 5 Quis Apol.

3) olgdt gm o AWdAE Adwtd o 7= AAW U (Pierre, 2000)2t1L E2]=d], 9o uwt
A E AP EE o7t AAHAAE U] E gt (Rosenau, 1992; Jessop, 1997;
Stoker, 2000b; 74, 2000). 28} NPME AAHAAZ Ee)7|% oz, 7gide] Eas
WA E7] e MEYDD Avdagta s o] o Adsicta Azherc.
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o A dwtdow AR, A 28 AWARS Y] AR FFEV o] A
Wz tf32Al Je2 FREvhR F-E, 2000; A-&AE A EAT 4, 2001). 1
& UEYAZE F2std Row, dFA 3
ek susdel 2% ARFEY gEUgOl drteEA Jhest webs de
HEU Y Az AWdAs s oo k. AWEA B, HES
JS 7zt Ars oEA Ol A 719 A& A Q)

-

==
=
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l

!

st 7
oo ]E]r( hodes, 1997). Newman(2001: 124)°] ¢Js}H, T}E
s AR AW gk ds] HNe |
d g 3oen, 23]y @%El?_ AR A9 g% wHI ez it Al
o

¢
o

il

6PE‘rL 5o dAE 7HA Futel §lol MRS W Eo] Hesitha o o] gt
SHolM, AFzae g @dAS S5 AT dicke] wkm GA A/ AL A W
ol o] Ao zeS st Foo AMdal Aolth(Kickert, 1997).5)
AMA s AR A dele] AR Ao H4/RERE ofsfE Y] =
ok 74, 2001; Roderick et al., 2001). L2y AMAAE AAFF 4% 9

s FEEE Aol ATl P AR Fastm AP AR o
st Zo] Mg Moz wdAstE, AaAde] 4B FES s B
PRt Bests AFFAAA FAOFAA oldelzt & = glukelFA,
2001a). 1efut ApEAl gEo o35t AlswAl lde Aok Fo AMdA
= A& Al gAsto] FAE= A A o o8t ALEFEA] sjAd¥nl oyl AlF |

FUZel e A EA Y D wE e,

AEHOoZ P AWIAE, () B¢ o9 MW/ BAA UG 2
@) BRI PR W Aole) BAY AYLA; @) ATA IE LAY
BE BEOER WA (v) AR AR MEADL () AR 2R/

4) olgst HA A FEUHE FH “918e #(dangerous liaison)’2t =] 7|% FTh
(Newman, 2001: 125).

5) AlEFdEEo]l UFatAestE sk W] E(liberation management)?t FA YT =
de Adxshe= A %ﬂ”ﬂli(market—drwen management)’s-2] %ol whE Ul e A Al
H"ﬂo dxets W, MEAA AMd A 24 9JF9e dANSE S5 NS Fx
o= FelA 1%% 285} #rk(e]¥ 4], 2001a).
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oA g FANETYE 58 5FCE s AR FEHY Avdxer 4o
& 4= 9lth(Stoker, 1998).

IL Ad29 Adsh: AAEF9 &4
1. AF81 3 23 %24 (mode of social coordination).Z 49 AWdX
AMdAe] g WeEekA sbr] 918k Beetham(1996)2] “AF3] 24 %7 (social

= [e)
coordination)’ 2] 73S AHH7|E ST} Beethamol 2Jahw, A13] 4 A2 theF
& NI =R AeAES A ARSIEAE ddsts Ale dvdt. Abs A
o

x4 FEoRE, AAe BRA, T8al HFF Fol EAEH. of 7ol A
A TR A E AlgtstAY AiRIZEE] BB e s ARE Aok i 714
Z1A8 Fss Foke] AwAolal FH A o r v JielEl] FEes X
dote A=A A, duAls TiEe] A9 2dHor =H5s A9 Al
of AsAA FxE Fste] VS ATe s AxRA A, a9a WS
T eI AMAE Y gAEA Y ook AH A FALL} AAE Foko
MIE9 Ase sk A=A ZA'E 42 sty 7] oA A2 A
Q1 W #H(voluntary exchange)s 54O = 3} W, BEA Y} WIFF= AX4
1 (political authority)ell 2]t AFs] 2 &4 S &n]stot

Avd o] #st 3o AMdis FA AAbel skl o] AL
Ha, ARlEe] S sk, AbE Aol o] Fojx = WS AAYe= s, Al

T W dapga Josa 9lOv(Amin and Hausner, 1997; Pierre, 2000;
Newman, 2000; Stoker, 2000a), °©]&= A}3] 4] 7\X43'Jr 722 goewE olaE + 3l
o a8 a ol FdEA ARSI A =AY FEOoE AY, ASA, AMAATt
AR ==, o7]oA Dat= ATA AMdAE 242 Beetham® #E A9 W+
T &gt Adelet & 4 3l X Kooiman(2000)> (i) WIESH A, FE
U4 & XP Al Az Agel s o] FoA= ¥E AW 2 (co-governing); (ii)
& B/ E&Ae o o]FojA = AFA AW X(hierarchical governing);
A=k (111) MAAd AdE/qEe dygoer olFofA= AVl AHdA
(self-governing) ol 2lafl AF3]EA7F A okal shrt.

o] 2]t Beetham?| 7W'd& Absto] 7Anjd Ao Aol Add R3S o3
Zol AT ¢ vk WA, Foo A= A A =4 WHolgta FolE

o
3L X A o)
o 1 1__

6) A 1(2000)°l o8t Hayek S3Al A& AuiEe] 7]A17F ofvet Aol gt
3 AP E ‘Z 74 (coordinate) 3= 71 A2 dFotslitiar gt
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Atk 7HE H2 ou| 2 S 7HENE oyt 7Y, S ATA & vkt @9/ el
o A3A S ETT T 91, BY FAE w7hE SRR S Fa Al
sk ALY 2 S Edste T oW FE e AR EAE EAsH] E
theFet AbslA 24 WS udtaa & ¢ Qlvh miEbA] 2 =AM A

A5 FEY A WES S AR A =24 V1A e L A ot
3, g9 AvdAas S Fd9 ARA 2SS dristes do®
ARV R St &, dtdoR 4Rl ‘AFs] 4 7 (social coordination)” 2 <1
Al A (hierarchy), A7 (market) ©]&]2e] A 39| A}3]4 74 gAo=® ooz
Ao AMd A SAS Bu E9sH olsl e 4 lvk(elw A, 2002). LHEH
°% AEA A FAS ATALL A T F 7HAVE SAG AL ofsH o] £
= ]Eiﬁ} l"—ﬂoﬂ %745}04, FA AR A AA o LA U= AHEAE =534
o] FXHAQ A e 4FY

Teit Al 38l AEA £ABH0EAL AN AZAL AF 5 GE T
1A A EYGAS RS TAHE 54 AOCowl, 190 o9,
A% FAAQA W 2ARE A%l @ FAG 29

o
=3 0}01 A]—Q—.—zﬂ]?— afAasttt. o] 3k AR Al A I M= vrEA g ko
2 AIEAIE dldetr] flsto]l oAl AA7L o] Foxith. o]gl olmlo A A3
2 2 FHOoEAM ATAE ARbF o ®E ‘HolE= &(visible hand)°lgtil &
th vkl A AE A A Watel g Ay HA AA sl oEskA ¢
I AFY el 2ASE AE Ay AR A Al Tl g%t £HS §5ko
ALS Al S ol 4§kt 8)

Ul ®, AFRH Qg oz A= AR AlE ldstr] 91E AA
ZQl o SJm=ARl AAZF o] FolA A ¢kl ESE oW A A QI P L o] Fo
AA gkow, @A JAE ko] AN Mew} wke] oA FA7E sA ¥
olgdA oAl AAL AAE EHOR = FAH AAY =A glo] A=Y
ApEA Rl L gke] o)af AFSEAI7E AR TR omlol A ARS] A 2 A 0 Z A 9
A& &3] ‘RolA] ¢ &(invisible hand)'©letil =7 Hide] AT~ A
T NS Al AA flo] AEetal wEete= Zlo] ol ARl HE=

WA (new governance), YEYZ AWM (network governance), FHZ AHHXA
(collaborative governance) s C%E EHHUT ¥ =wolAs HELD 7vjdAgty HE7|2
s},

8) HuE, o]y EAS Fxsr] 5k Visser(2005)= FAIA Sl i+ FA Al AL <
st A A 2 S T () AW A (old mode of governance), AF7]TtAISE HlFA A WES A
o el ot AL A 2 S AIAM A (new mode of governance) gtil &

7) A 39 AHEIA £FHoRA AMPAE QWA OT o AWMU TR AAM

—

_1&
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Eoto] AL ZAIE aldsty] Ad A A
R R e 1
o4, M= AR A =3 C’ok ]3 2O A A 542
o) EHA = APRA HE S F3 YA A A9 (political authority)’ o] =2t
21 th(Beetham, 1996). A 3] }ﬂ@ g FHoEA L A oA
2] A Aol A3 AT AR A ATA s 2 AW
= %1’\]310] Alell ok WA Aol opd, LAl FHof oA o
AL A A oEste] AREAE sidstr] f3 ARl =
colEEk oujo A AWM AE HolA] ¢he Eolu Hol= &3 iy
|4 ‘Hol= @t &(visible handshake) o]}l & 4 Qlt}
2 el AMd s ‘ﬂrohﬂ o2 AREH AL Ao Ty e A
A= sldstr] fgt diet, B AMER AMENE u|sts 45, 7
Ao A 39 ALS A 2AFFAE 9 16&} IS =°l, Stoker(1998)
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L ek AT AEC] ASEA el Bed A4, Yn, 44e FH
gAY Bidel FhE ol AHTHUE WRoR: AFEAZ
-

e AL Al AAS Ae] wadl A

4 HEOIEAQ WAL ASEAZ AAs] sl A HeEL

g},
AR A MESI AT ARSlEAS EEAoE Ed - it
WP AE Y AL FSAEel ol el s Adv=olth
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B AMdAY BEY ARITE A9 B ALqeR 99D ¢ gon
P A F o ohuh mat, AFAEel I b5

A& Bz QAT 543 wAel e wilel 2TEh
=

'IT

2
N
N
i)
L:o
r >}L

0. et WIAE 7+ AY @ AAGEHo] AFY BAZ FAT 5 9
SEA Aol PA FAOANETEE A Brzo|the] Y

A Aol dg wele] ® it S4e e AR
w7k i1 dEiel A4 3 -F(collective action)®] 2 7}of
Jo

==

Zh=ths ARdolnh ti e =oolA AMdAas 7Y,
A, Ao v, 24 T ‘xd S, o, o, 94 T 9
EFeE EAZ gobE oh(Kickert, 1997; Roderick et al., 2000).
H, AMdAas 429 ‘AAIE=F 2] (new  institutionalism)’ ]|
‘A & (institution) & 7 °]=F F QUTH(Lynn et al, 2001; Stoker, 2000a).%)
10 AA =T taE ] T4 v R Amd o] B3k =29
, S AMEATE AgA AE] Ad9E dFskes 783 Qo A%
|tH(Heinrich and Lynn, 2000). =3, AMdies 27207 Y] FQl
o, mebA] dAdF o g4I geo] SAst, sAkek AT EA 8t
EgAE S ZHA Enh oY e SHelA AMdAas AT A A
ATH.
, Lynn et al.(2000)> 3742 Q<l, =l(7) 54, +
(configurationally) AFs|@Atell &S wzth= A
Atk oly s A 2 AALETFTY AEFAE(IAD framework)Z Wi
Abetrh10) 53], Amdaets Aol Alx, 3 Fol thekg FojAEzte

—
o
o rir
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ruiru tlo
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ol
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9
AL
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OB oo Lo
4 #

o > o

ol

- ol

L &
o Hi

:[o

0) NALFO| = oabs ALFC), geln A ArFo] Fow i 3
Aol gele 2F AN Q0 AnF ATE 3 4
Fahe AW’ ole Foa (M, 1999: 16), FLH HY AEFIE FIAS ol FE FH
e e 3, aem PNel A FEFHE YR b A AEel A5 i
o}
‘9]

_4

2
zZgrolgl golskar Athel™ A, 1999: 20). Wt AA=Fo) = A RS T4 A HEET
Yl o17re] aEe] 9dae mx= thokst FA[H| A A A oky} o7 old] Ve As e
A¥NE xFHoR Aostal UsS ¢ F Atk AAEF] digk 2AA UE-S Hall and
Taylor(1996) =% 7.

10) AT ELS E’E]ﬂ A4, AA AFEEE T H (rules-in-use), ALY HA ol FT I
(action arena)°f| A ] & °11H ool vAE dFS A7) A% dFe] EA S0tk AAE
&S 98l Ostrom(1986), ©17841(1999) =3 7.
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B ARGl A= Aol #alS e Ao, ARRAES Avdie] At
AN we g &8E ¢ Sle Zlolvhy

ol¢} #eate] t& F s AL, A UAT} ‘FHA (nestedness) S 7HAI T, A
EEAES ol&sto] AWdAg ojgst 5SS sl & 5 Uvke ARdolth
Ostrom(1986)<> ‘% 4~ (operational level),” “H T8  4=F(collective choice
level),’ ‘792 ¥ 4 F(constitutional choice level) 52 37}A] FF& o] &3}o]
Az TS ARarh €9 T2 MUY 5o dojyar 1 A3} At
@Yol A=, AdAdY FE2 2dre RS Ay gF=
s 2 A AE, A= Adske e, 1Y A AY e AdA
g FEolA e AyLAtEe Ak o, a1 AeAE AR Ades FE
= 47 ougt

olge AL FFL Kooiman(2000)o AAsh= AMdA FF3 A g5k
Z Kooiman®] Wal= FAZol Alg EAES A 98t ‘13 AW
e 9 759 Ak, 13 Adart Ade s 238 qrdsks 22 A
A8y =59 Ak, 283 77k WA 22 AvdAE J9id ZItE
sk 3 AWMU s A FEY Ak ol = vk =, AAl AR
ALl WA F1F AFE A o] o] FoA = AW EAEka, B ol gt &
o AMAXE 24387 fs A (& EAD)e] AWAXRTE EXSE Aot
olg] gt AHdSl AMEAE “H B B A 2 (meta-governance)” . ©]3| & 4 Qltt
(Jessop, 2000). 8txfoll webr = 9T el AW (meta-governance) & Al AHT
F9, HEE 59 old®@HAHE, 2001), T A=A JWHEEZOAETE,
2000) To® Fosty|E vk ey oldolu A EA VREE FHeolA =9 #
AR =g'® oldfistal, wet AW AeE AMUAE A A9 A
AR olgjsto] AMUAE ‘AL 243 ddE gt 50 AR ol
sk Zlo] AWl Jide W¥es] sk Bk A st
o A E(2001: 86)> A o AMdAe ARR FAsaL, 7k T
Zo} A AMAAE 77y rxrel Bl R qrAdskal lvk olgA Fod
8-, ﬂ#-rJEL ':«] AAMAR A== A st AEHA v 19
| A Avds B3 ske] AWdae Avd e
2 A" ¢ glom, #Est #HE AMdAa A

1) WEYT Avdae shiel FAEgas AdEree] AEdss 243 Alde] o
SlA e o1 A (2001b) FHET 3L

_10_



T AMdzelA AgE F vk a8ER F£F9 Aol Adgle] AMds
5 Al d 249 AR oldld devt ot

IV. 338 ANEL AHTGPOZA L AHAA
1. YIEY 3 AWdAad vEYIY 9

ARbA o2 UEAATE AMdse] QA S0 ojsdry. Ty thdet
T HEYAZE EAL 5 v ARl 58 F27F Ak Kickert(1997)°l
olstd, WMEYAE AA ‘=74 (instrumental), 4% 287 (interactive)’, 12|31l
‘A =4 (institutional) ¥ T2 37F4] #A A olald F Uk WA, =54
A HENA = T4 F A (focal actor)ell &gt W3FL7] (steering)’ & 2] W] ot
towebA Al 5 AE AR AlAlY g Fek(first generation instruments) ©]
g ol Ao r #Aed F e AMER ASA ASelA, fAAE T Bt
dua A4 4 F 4 ch(second generation instruments)’ o] 2]gt FA AL,
= AF 5AATFAR WS F] T80 AxEnh weba ol U ES A

& A A (controller) 2} 3] & | A (controllee) 7} ¥ &al7] @t o] g o
A UEQ S Bkl AR akghA e 82 wEFeldo] 4] 3] 2} (conductor)’ £}

X

o=, Az#g4 B Tt A AAH Fw Ao =4
dilo] SA ALfAtel o HA]XTFH A 2HS Fe W, d3A4E4 &
A& 5 F45 A8 9% st Az oEA FAAE3E] oAl
A& Tt FAAG S AAE WEs] ke =y 3 dxdew, A
TAEA B S A Q) JFE (mutual influence) & AZESHCE o] 2 gk A of A
ol w2 uokd AR d¥s =RS A TR
(intermediator)’ 2] & &o] FHr}

sAme s, AEd BEe WEAE AA B

3e Eoh ole@ wnEAN
2 2 AR, T, BAAR AL/ AF @A Sol Wrh 53, vhFd AT
qAzre) BAE s MEADI ol BA G4/ Me/ A AT s Rl A
4 w39 Fo AP 9ok mebd o7l MEAD welge Frel vk
A3 g MEAZLY Tas Bl FFL Fol BANAL s nk 429
272 FEehe ddo] Ak

AMEAE FFPAA FR ARHQ AT B0 4Fe e A 2
g7 Aol Telne AEAQ WS Aevpel ke mTH wHY vE
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A% W gule] Avpdze] xddva & 5 gk 28u Aol meEbis
= B UEAAZE 8 AES AN Wgo] H 9»15]'. A R |
A FAE deusdoly Ay dYETR
oxAY UEYI AMdAE =74 B4 HE

Kooiman(2000)> &4 <1 st A4 Avdae] SHo=, 2u7t v

TALe SAstE R eE AoH= ATA, 281 AREAE HEE 59
Zb& 3t A Q1 AR3| 2] 3 9] A} (rational social actor)” &
oJstH FAALAAL SAE Ao =4 A HESA
S H3she Al Al (steering system)' %, 18|31 A|TIALS]E ‘2 ¥ = A A (steered

2 Fste 29, ‘2 T A AT Y (steering centrism)’ ol A SHE Al

Ad Avds, = AFAl AAgste] Aol shvet & 4 Slth(Harmon and
Mayer, 1986).12)

meb = BReld Axue SR AAR I HEYSA AW
s @ o g, A B ARd el AxEHe A BERTI
(co-steering)”, “&7 T #|3}7](co-regulation)”, “&7 <k3t7](co- gu1dance)
HEAA Avds =g @Al Zloltk(Kooiman, 1993:). Hl

oX. 1o o rju
=

AHE ko) E o st ol AL HI AL EAS AT
A2 JRE M F gloeEE, JRU dyd oz WIS AATE FHo
7Hg e Ak

HENT AAAE AFFEZA A YEYSASH 4l
< A% AEE JHY ANIAE FTAIE
A7 4, 2000). stA, HE FH] dFAA FIA

A% 2ol Aol Bbst

712 s s A ARSIEA side] HFo s ubel flerme, kA

NEs AA2Y S Mze AW el 8 Aszgel es Piss Je
& AGAH TR0l A ANAdYTE dostte =k AU (I
d % o]

12) HESf A+ Xd%;—ﬂod qyst oM e T 4 vl 5 Zte=th Harmon and
Mayer(1986)°ll 2]atH, 37 gtelA 1970t $HHFE olw] Y EQAL] F ool FxHo] st

a1 6}1:]-
13) Pierre(2000: 3)=  ol¥d 7S] A (state-centric) WFHIIE T(E)AM T 2 (old
governance)” 2} & ST}
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U thE= Xﬂl A, vo Agsie d8sE Sol ¥4 deve Held AR 2
FHAZAA A2 ]a}L HlaE | % }‘:]'(Santlso, 2001). o] st #HAoA = W £ A
U "i?@% SAE Axshes dEA HHud Y] oot & ¢ 3la, WFF FAl
7F s dEA Hurde] Al AgtabAls Aol sl vk Ak
QL ojsfieb= 2] AMds fudrey BaA el S£3dva & 5 vk

16) RIZHH-Zo A9 71 3He) LﬂE—‘?JEU} Uehs 231 5ol uis 04?7} vl A e My
B 3Ea gtk ZAIgE W8> Powell(1990), Jones et al. (1997) & =% ZA.

17) ol& E°|, Stoker(1998)°l AO}Eﬂ FHAIRES AHERE ofyet AIALS SR o IREAIY
AARE EFT GeFE ALE Aol sl o] FojA= AbslEAl A #Adel 3 oAl
s zhevha @k

18) NFEWAHo| 21 AUA o|2L =4 AAES H X3 Aoa 7
Agea & 5 vy 2y Mg gel2 e FAH] ANEe] 344
Al QEsEA k= ARRA AR T T AL FEol ofyEt ¥4 AQl ddolu At
9 85 Axd od ;‘“ﬂ/‘i =3 ‘qL AHES o E= AWdA sjerglo]l HdE4
A #HEA G g FElsH ?%ﬂ% & Hevrdolza & 5 Uk
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VL. 2&

HE sk AFoA AMAXAE(from government to governance) Bh= X E
of & wefF5ol AMdAis AT FAe] AEA HHTAE A= Al

2A AMeitilo] AW olgolt HF T Lol 2 AW o
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19) o]¢} ##3}te], Dowding(1995)> “E& #8h2 22 A& A 324 B3 (formal model)®

ghd E|ojof St} Black(1962)9] WS Q1EsHA AWMU A o]RoA A AlslAAY
-4 (social network analysis)¥} H#Ql A & thefeh ol 2 WHEY AAAL & 2
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=< Al¥ske 7l (Stoker, 1998)]Q1 ®HH, W ES A
7%H%L~L Aoz AeFoz dE" 5AT F AHEAE dXHEHY
(Kickert, 1997). o]=2 Q1 Aol oJsjx 7} ofyzl 5318 3} A|RIALS]
Mox  WEYA AWdAvt AAAHA %fsﬂa}cﬂ = Aot ayy
Newman(2001)> UIEH T AHEXA 3= ) |mar olug Al
ol zZke=ta 3t &, () e SHCE = AlglelA e ME A 9
g ArE A 24 (i) AR () R 59 ) (iv) WUFF Fol nkEAe A

]

]

u}

Li
o

g () MESAY JrE U2 ofdell= SR8kl o (i) A ARl
A4, AsAL QA Z74 bEelM ] AfSs UELYAL7E A = Sv= &
o] EA8HA] 23 (Amin and Hausner, 1997); (iii) MEHN 27} F& A 2=
2l #ol A o] 73] I Q23 (Peters, 2000); (iv) WAl “AMd A
(governance failure)” 2] 7}s/do] EAgtt}(Jessop, 2000)= &2 AWM sl
o AZF A A H 7| St

l‘

TS HlE AR HlaEdd TheAol wV1e AR WEA HlaaAd
Hol e A2 oy, A S AHO] B Qloje 88 oR Aed ¢ gle
g, AFdA] AFE Fxse UMELD AMdA =ge FAdeA ekt T
T EAETH(Kiely, 1998). Peters(2000)+= 7AW X7F GH e H45 HEIH
= UE A S whetuA, 23] AU tgAlR A E= HES
A= ARElel] Hash AN AAV]eS AvHoer AL ¢ gloerE FYA
ol o gk WFAA /A ETF REEA] e stthal S GFe o o] debx L
MZe Aol Fagh A W, o5 At FF7F st Zlojuh(E Y

ol EASE AMEAE TFF 3, £F AdA EFAL Sl
%1tH(Kooiman, 2000). A, AZA, MEAZL AL 5 ofd £7e] A184 =
4 AwE AN syl 917 w0l (Stoker, 2000). HIESZ AMAE T
Mze FEo ARE 23, 3 ANdS FED B, Aot ASAS s
QAlE 5 Qi A ohthRhodes, 1997). o] 2§ BHA, 21
EI AW, o A% oby ABAel PPste] Ak e s A

et & % 9lr2)

)

FP

t0, OE
OH
as
A
rh
X
i)

20) A& =° “dYstEs WiF-#2 (top-down internal management)’ ] Wit UES A A
WA =2 (Jessop, 1997)0ll A3t 24 UF-#elE ZHgsitt steieta, d82Q #EA A
B v, 18 AgaaddE 59 Aol Bodk A9t wEA EAEH. YEA
74‘HH’\ o Ao w g&2Q #HYE vk AL BUbssith 181 o)A HAE ARl
Rt A i o R R

_18_



ﬁo

el

ol

B3 9

=

FaL AMd A2 T o]

o

or
‘Wﬂo

nnﬁ_wo

j—

)

N
o
e
1
o

U

o

—

0

#
B
oF

)

AR7] wtol

=
=

o}

A ARGE ol 7F WIEN A AMdAe] =27}

o

o7} 9]

)

)
al]

—_—

o)
op

7
R
o7
Gl

il
‘Wﬂo

nnﬁ_wo

il
‘Wﬂo

nnﬁ_wo

il

o

ol

aig

ol
olo

Joll A, HIEQ AL AMdie

o3

3

o2 gt

F71 wEol v

S

Frtel =3

ki

vfskr] Sl

=
oh

s

2

W

rg5¢ NGO, .

¢ (2000). & = A Al (Partnetship) 2}

A& WAk 20-47.
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