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A sl 2abF BT RS s TREE B
obAl = ZolH, whebd BfTAES RHES FME
= v% o HES s Aol mI B
Flo] rREN-EE o2 fEMIstE 2%, °l& B
RIS B FALol ol & BRI o] 7ol
Az Zloleh, Al Bufv BAVEMEES] st
A3 dig(market)o] 7| W Fof HHFIEL
BEfE HOEY wiHoz mERItHz BHE
ookt AV EoAl FRIT BpyELE PR
3F7] S1Ete] BKR %BHE Al e Zlelrh
ol o ko] BfFe] FREMIKC] FLEIM I ol
#stel BITHE A BHERES] BEIY
2iE AW HRste 9 Bl s #%
flEy o) YR H7E S =g o] g
ROl A EEIEREF AT FihE Ao

@ qrlA w gk FEE FEE ubef
ol FEe Sk Kt ol E RN KE
=9 F@ol FEAA gedd olE FHEN
S o] Hikel IHEStZ e AdAE &
b o B i S R R B R o T s S R 1

31) Jeffrey L. Pressman and Aaron Wildavsky, Imple-
mentation (2nd ed.,: Berkeley: University of Califor-
nia Press, 1979), pp. 94~102.

33) Anderson, op. ¢it., p.139.

34) Nakamura and Smallwood, ep. cit., p.48.
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ol F fAKEEe] fiskiEH R THStT AEA
oAdAE ZEES] delAds e o] i
EEd o] F fp#i(performance criteria)o)
et gheh, ol H St R = A, FHHEY
R e s B4, gk o AEHE
F7HAE deh zelvh SRR EES TRE
MEE & J= ERT (FREES EV R o
He B oozt S FYH strizts EAEL
ol = BE ofzgol vt whebA] PRENEE
o] RNERBES % A43 #$T LY #EBih
stz FAsE Aol

W. freiusakirdl A4 i
(Noncompliance)2] ¥4 FEHs} =

FEBHY 1THE

1. EANRES| —igfy HiE

R o BE TEHEES] BT TIE
A He 2 RES R, ABSE o
wa TR e EAS AF e EA4 ofF
o Bl =8¢ 2 F Jv BEARES —i
#y el ¥t FRzA G 4714 o
FaA e BARES —iiy EEF =4
B e REE s 22 o —iez
HobAl AghEo] ofw g Aol om g EHe]
ojske] FTEERS] RgEeI RAL ERE, W,
HE %ol IRES Whetke]l Aertel MT A
o, zAH oHge] HMEREO FELHZ
A A0l hEA IEESHA dohe AL Bkt
A geth F22 RETAAE EA Atk
(personality)%el o3k KiE LS BAZET &
FE 7] wEolsh, zeiv dbH oz JEIES
HitefEE(expected benefits)oll 4 JEHES] Hifs#:

Hi(expected costs)S WA o] AES HIEFHEE
(expected benefits)ol 4] ARFES] #AFEF(ex-
pected costs)& # AR Adtz FHEE = JH
TEahA "ot F, {Cop—Cio) = (Now—Neo) 7F
Bazd o JEESA ==

7b. E#Etk(legitimacy)el] ¥t Fi&

Bl = Hif(values)d] B> =+ HES
RO R At F EEt 53 56
ol g HHlelvt HIE, M4 %ol THEXHEY ®
fES 3B Wazd o+ U EEkkelth.  wlehy
ol EEMelste AL MHEMA Hiold ¥
el B Eas Kol Bt ko et
LT o Ark. 2RG olele EEHe] JEHE
o] Hrr He AL HETRE WKAR
vhRA, RE Fol EES kS GiRE AA
Al bgel vtz WAV 23 GEEEC] B
3 A—HE 7 IAY SXW ERE A
Abetel ogte] RE dvtx AA He A$ A

AE 44 JEES 0

v EARY FlE(self-interest)

Foidz wA s EARY FFE(sell
interest)7} JHMES A e WS Hhye] o
ot 2 o714 AR FlEets w2 ARy S
v o] glv Rl A JETES Rige] o3t
B9 BRIRY HE AR TS e
st M. AREE JHES e Ao

st ARosE o Flgel X G
S &4 EEIE e AL 44 AFE F

1) Stuart S. Nagel, The Policy-Studies Handbook (To-
ronto: Heath and Company, 1980}, p.32.

2) Amitai Etzioni, The Active Sociecty [New York:
The Free Press, 1968), p.355 %@,

3) Karl W. Deutsch, Politics and Government (Boston:
Houghton Miffiln, Company 1980), p. 13.

4) Ibid., pp.14~15 B,

5) Oran R. Young, Compliance and Public Author:itz
(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1979},
p. 32.
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At

o}, & (enforcement)

BAASE SHEKd F9 76 st IRE
< A 5= 2S5 Ao EHl(enforcement) =
NENERY o] B EAEY BEAGEHN)T &
Bl S)eofl WE HEE 283 odF= BN
PED TS & R B o5 Ao 8, o
A oA"A 2w sHRay seEle] 17l o 3t
JRES RNE] B BAS ERZC HI N
(expectation)ell #{LE QoA AsrgEol FET
Bl dFE vlAE Aoz & 5 oth

2k, 254 |(inducement)

Ababge W) 23 FF5[(inducement)e] 9] 5o

+ A H5 A5 fed o HFois '

gy e HEE b BA$E A =24
7

oh zev EEetE 2e il Kl 2 gl
= AT TS HifFFE(expected value
of noncompliance)® &= FHAxch JEES]
5 (expected value of compliance)& %ol
el o5 #Epyel et Aoleh?

v, jphét 4£Ee] BEEJi(social or group pres-

sure)
AHS f7HE(Behavior)E HfE] ldlA=
Z TR dojyE ZE R(whole situation)

& zstefor @k 74 BE jRytel s A
#(fE#8 : Person)s} B (Environment) F# %
E% zigch, e skd ARY F@e A

6) Charles E. Lindblom, The Policy-Making Process
(2nd ed.,: Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1980,
p. 46.

7) Young, op. cit., p.21.

CIOER-E CRE L EE e R P
o523 2L ARz REHE F Ao
A, B=f(P, E)
(%, B=Behavior
S=function(&<)
P=Person
E=Environment o] t},)
A7]4 el EiEel Arsd TH =g

ek ol#F g e
By O E(Ecological Psychology)elet, o] g
sk EAfTRE vlA = BHEY T84 ¥ 54
Hol EAEL & TRESE M, et £8
of FEY Bl gukstA #& £A4 BEmE
T Atk zEEte] HAY FSs olHE mhE
v} @ EEJo] AES T EC] 53 &R
fiol vt SEAM HESESE FEgeh

B, 7bds] WA phEh SES BHE &
E BAss 2F0 F3tx v ke AR
FEH TRENCE F2 sbe 9%E 2 9
E Aok zEEe 2Ee] £33 itEd £E
o] —iny TREEI Y Rl A slelvies A
AL BDE FA-co] 5H oo dA}EE A -
HER B+ A 5 Zeojrh. ey 9]
28 S et ZE AL S K
S Boly AL oyt oldf HIAAE vz
Py g (personality variables)z} o] 2 3k
il g3k EAY RiES ERE R
L2

o] - k@t KES Mo I BAE

8) Robert G. Owens, Organizational Behavior in Edu-

cation (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1681), p. 191.
9) Alexander L. George, Presidential Decision Making
in Foreign Policy: The Effective Use of Information
and Advice (Boulder, Colorado: Westview Press,
1980), p.92.
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o] KIES] #£RE P8 Riesman o] 23t Wi
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directed) 17819 B4l 98t HWE F Jd=
—Ee] 71 = et

v, FEH R (obligation)

old F$-E AgEe] HESE A EEI
oof T Koz AAstes Aok ek oA
<= BAs RESH R #E ®AE ohAA
gt A= MGs] o8 WEel A 4l

por

£ 54 od BAL &R Hfkele] =&
= 9371 ERStE Kl JEES 2 BES o
oF7] & FH K (obligation)g =44 RE
JHRCl 2§t JEEECI KEMoZ AWK
FE{Z (inner conviction)'®¢l] o] 3t JEEFTE)C] of.
Ab, 72 v {EF(habit or practice)!?
Aol FF BERHCI EEENoZ |
fEste A%7F o BiE o)y tE Fihabit or
practice)3t Zt-& K& 23] ofwl Al
vebd TR T 2 F At A EE
el A7bglo] E BECI Y BAl HEa s A
< vE BEN2Z EES stz sle Aol
o]7& K.W. Deutsch s} =3l JRES #
(habits of compliance)®3tx 78 Aolztx
F Pt HA =z B e g %
IS BT oy 9% Eiikd HEoE

._4

rlo nfe

¥ % 9
M, ©WE WESA gAY 8 ®oh g
G

@ A+ KEH = M8

10) Young, op. cit., p.23.

11) Bl BHR 78 EAS EEREBEANAE
vepdeb. old] Hisi A o2E 2R
megm s, &R TBRIAE
iR, 1981), pp.35~36.

12) Young, op. cii., p.24.

13) Deutsch, o0p. cit., pp. 15~18.
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olgldt WL A AL
- BES ABAY ERE At
frame of reference)o] = Ak HExE

£ Lo £ g W
e
nogo rlf
S
g& o
nﬂo -{o

i

2
e
A
P
ol

i

BE 9 RS EEE AR
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R OHE, Bo, EE 9 BEs 42
7

W F ol fTEMENC] oW REE MRste
Ui B 2] s,z TBEKS AEol
HRERS EFS] REE Y W18, G5 &
weEst A% B 4o 5T 2 OhERER
o] ] 410 webA M mEsA v
TSl AP ES MIEBEREY BEERI B
B &= &3 AAdE FAE &Y LEIL
Ak ol g AE I HRETS FH$she
EEEEOT 2 5 907 dEelth

2, fTBUERS LEWE =E EEHE

old FrEe fTEERC HhEd %“M]—‘E z
MRl HURAERA & ¥t o M@K E
Eiko]l BEE Aot wie] Ao w3t 2 fE
RYITe LB F4AdE A7 A

B fRiHst]

14) John G. Grum Stephen L. Wasby, The Analysis of
Policy Impact (Toronto: Heath and Company, 1981),
p.54 ZH.

15) James E. Public Policy-Making(2nd ed.,: New York:
Holt Rinehart and Winston, 1979), p.117.
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23 fiasls] g3

B A= Bel 9 Aol
oh AR WE AHET BREREH

NG S B S
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Fol WAL F27 HEHAcIEA L3
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RS Aol vt FIERMR e EERlI
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16) Rogert G. Owens, Organizational Behavior in Edu-
cation \Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1981), pp.
190~194.

V. fFEREE TN 3l o] A NEECom-
pliance) FERS] Mg

TERESIT-E K HEN BRE BEA
717] 58 1TEMEY BRelw MRS R &
ME F5ehe duEny BERGY kol

28 KRBTl Moz o] Folx7] 4
HAe FoluoE WA HwHERES JRE]
FERRS o oF ek, wFoF HKIEREo] TESHA
Hobe MRS FATHBEC A T #EEE Bd
AE ZolH oldA Hie A% BHREEY &R
FIERS 7IHst7) & of g Folr, ojeidt A
ol A JEERESRS] BREZBETES] MEMT EE{ko
i = Aol

EEe o)l JAERERS fss A, TE
o] BWAEBERC Aoyt REREE HHA 3%:&1‘%
% EA), sHEEy 9 (power)e] 1T{HE @Il |
s wERSE CREH G B & 2A
FAA 2 vre] BaA gt
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T F5E 4 3le o] At q4uAE 4

9 )4 o] 5L AR Yol A Eu,
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< @Y EEEsEe REN ¥ F2 e Ao
oh, f1E 5o Hpaige WEHREZ v 2
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ghA o]2d FES Heirl BalAL FEiiel
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< woe 44 BERSr] Bt RREEE
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MBS D o] gA du fEKREC] (ERE 2

1) James E. Anderson, Public Policy-Making(2rd ed.,:
New York: Holt Rinehart and Winston, 1979}, pp.
113~122 =P,

2 af
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fmdted o] FolA Relmz MERRES AFgA
ol MREITEREN A MR RS JRES RERS
717k B o Lold At o)A F MEER
T BH 98 MRS e d EE0CF By
o]zl 3A ) E T2 olAlo] MIRHER
% 2o 44 JEEA sk 2le] s
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9V Feoldeoz YF IHx3

&

A& o=,
A, HE TBERS #iTe TEsts R
o] B¥ AF MEERZAME 2 WK JHE
e MRS PR oESs AR F4AA
A Y7 5 A F od fEskel IHpES = JH
E2EE R BB E 5% MIRER
Abole] SpfiAA ol EE AT THEEESS
e = 5 R - FEE ke HFgelsh 2
A Fo A RERES FE ERC HE [
WEyQ) B oz MR vrhe Aot
A A, B e FERE HRSIT
JERES . Moz FEs e FaiER,
Mg, HEEG ®% A4 mHstd e
ol o MERA, = oud MHEARE 7HA
T QEAE FEI MBERAA FH47
o 24 MK BER METEEE KR %
phetz JERESHE o R @FEe] virbok et
oA XA, HE MKl ¥I HEA AMmE &
{bste] HiskiTo] B8 JEMES BRI MK
#RY HEE RE F Aok HBERES K
Ao v Hiskel We Hiai#ke] REE A
-7 geh wmebA ol® A foll = R RE
BAEF %8 (expacted result or expected benefits)

it

2) kR, BETHEGEICAE CksE, 1981), pp. 386~
3957 B,
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3) Anderson, op. cif., p.120.
4) Young, op. cit., p.100.
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5) wigty, (BRITEE (A% LW, 1982), p. 195.

6) Fred S. Coombs, “The Bases of Noncompliance with
a Policy” in John G. Grumm and Stephen L. Washy
(eds), The Analysis of Policy Impact (Lexington:
Heath, 1981), p.57 2.
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W) Aol A BEHE s A s o
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7) O Duncan HEJ)power)& Al bt ¥y
(potential social influence)el e}t Fad s A 0] =
figel A F&Y-& Mok fEN@bility)elelz nw g}
o o]B g o' v]Re] £ ) Duncan® N3 ¥
EHE A A Fiwel A st = Ede, 2
v BEH( power )3 HEgK(authority)el] cisl| A= f#EH
o] i (source)> 4Bz oo} %ﬂk— ARK B
3% (formal orgamzatwnal structure) 2 Le] A zlvia
aa glek.

W. Jack Duncan, Organizational Behavior (2nd

ed.,: Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1981), p

215.

@ Nakamura 9 Smallwood = # H(power)z} R

(authority), %% J)(influence) %< influence term o}

\,]- H‘-i B gl BEN( mfluence Bl]—r- 3

] BwE RS e 2ok = EIMGR

(power relationship)2} %ﬂj’jﬁﬂﬁ“:(inﬂuence relation-

ship) & #H BANA st Bor wold #Eh

3} % J-& ZFEM(interchangeable)e] 7h53F Ao

2 3y Rk

Robert T. Nakamura and Frank Smallwood, Thke

Politics of Policy Implementation (New York: St.

Martin’s Press, 1980), p.60.

@ ol = M H(power)olrt HERL(authority) &N

(influence) %ol M #WFE oH& XR& 2B,

i) Harold D. Lasswell, Power and Personality (New
York: Viking Press, 1948), pp.10~18.

ii) Karl W. Deutsch, The Analysis of International
Relations (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1978),
.45, p. 166.

iii) Christopher Hodgkinson, Towards a Philosophy
of Administration (New York: St. Martin’s press,
1978), pp. 81~87.

iv) K.J. Holsti, International Politics (3rd ed.,:
Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1977), pp. 164~
182,

v) Morton H. Halperin, Bureaucratic Politics and
Foreign Policy (Washington: The Brookings. Insti-
tution, 1974), p. 281,

8) K.J. Holsti, International Politics (3rd ed.,: Engle-
wood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1977), pp. 165~166.
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%ﬁ W, iy, = #R 4DS EAsAY
BRI

o) Al uelA BEHS Ele T8 ¥ E
2 F4&(relationship)7} 98 A AL ES T8
2] gertn stoizte FEEEBE Aloly M

& 593 wEdh

) FEHE By EECE ¥ 4 U =
e} ohe Alge g hEEge Wl B
A4 wHOE Qi Eoz ¥ F dthe el
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4"“*1 A4 v} o] e —HY T

prelel AEIDA A2 F2 dm, = 2
AL BIFOlR] BRZel 2, MOl el el
AT gt

) WE) e Fik

W) S ik MEN mEY T

oF Ry TR el B 4 9
B BER TS F1RY TRES
EHE B mitxA she AdsE TR
MBS T 2 wekoh. Kild BN
o] MR TR 1R TRE =9E T
REE @otel FENE metzA sk A
oA WEHE PArste AL wEh
B By T =08 g2 £ g
39 TRE PRl VdEA HEZ 2 34
o] ol & HAEA =& 7 gl Arh
zEv 1 REy ITRET BENS TR
= Al gAAelA 2z FEHe myE 5
AE Mol AA 3 F2REy THFAA

Y AZF zE g R A Feheh zEd A

t BelA AL 939 A4% 4 dE

2% e 9k zdd B ColAl 9%
g 9% 47 95 o4 A9 AL BE
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i, =3 @Ee HEw e 3 T8
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T A BT BACY #HEE @I ZE
—@«1 SOl Al R e
7F A

ofml HEAA F¥EE FET
o1
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e 20

T AT R SlE dRE MAC = HEY i
EH e FEAA Ge¥H s ffEstd i

et 2w WKACA BEHS Tt ¥

Zejvh RIS R

FrfEst R
s d‘% getdE Zebrle e A 3
ov] o owubche] jRylel whet A3 g
2 Aolrh s WS AL Tkl vl 2
TRE Bl TREY B
T Aolvprh 5] mIEI B
Bz ERE Ao, Aol webd e fEELE
o] WER A A e 29
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ol Al I EEN ATES} RNiE
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3 B T WY #BHE

BENY e de AdgedA THEE
T e TREY fehlt B 2 ks &
BRE TR =% PENE HEMNMERA
24 & Hre ek GFHo] s 27 R
e BRS7 & A9 Reyggste

2 ol E FHEIL FHHE EEC B
F A= A2 okt o2 B T
= ST Bl st g Bt

olA S 1iEe] fEME EEE H
sl st ket zrh

7V) g8, EiF(capabilities or resources)

By AT oA M BESG ERE 4
el Al LS sty Betel BRAE e
B3 EiFeloh 714 weel & BETRE
Folzl HFS mHT & A Bl miss &
T2 veRde, F31e HRo) oA KT
AE g A 2E3 PEHE THET F
Qe ekl 232 R AgE o oA
< 2 EAY KLY fehe] el K
of Hlfol 3t HETRAE FIA e AR
iz, WA, HR, BE, B W, ovA,
#, RS vebdeh obfEl 3 BN
FiEAe stdete 2ok EAE F v EiFE)
dow 2o EE fES &8 fIRE 4 5%
of @lvh. v gEhd HEL &3 BES

AL obvnl o] 52 AZ BASA HEII A
24 EKHEZ 21 o) WEE R ¥ =
Sk

a2y ol g eV EFEE ZFAd=
HA T FHL 58 THET F U AL
oty JFH L fFESteA e EHe 29

oft

ABiye Beked ol eh RS AA=

9) Ibid., pp.166~168.

f3teiof et BEMCIY EEFES = HES)
Ef(uses) e RES A= Feoh ' oA &
EBY FEE MEE 3 22 o)
g WBHY 0 Ak BESE A9
B RES 714 28 A% 22 YL &+
o}, 1

1) 7840 - i (perception)

g T fEfste FdA BEe R
mel melty, F ol AN &g
mske # woly TEI%E ol gA dolgel
Lol S Aok MY ASE AAY A%
+ AY HRzA XIe 73#"-
Foe g AZugE
Be doq Fx Y& Aolrh o9 o] AA
A7t e ARY R
31“4 Abehe] 3H? qs g8 RIE

I A= Ao}, A
%—4 A5% °1’%—7‘ﬂ ko
RIES BES 234 ¢ g Ao »

o}) £ fE(dependency)

e 1T S AWA BEEe ¥
EHHGRA e TREME A EKEHEY

M

T

30

ot 6% ol the 27 2o
EARE B Adl] FoE mel KHIE R
feol om 234 g A

A BelA RIS fTHES + A
2}) JZHEM: (responsiveness)
W Gl (rASHE HA mRE K

P (responsiveness)e] fpgolt,  KREM:(respon-

10) Ibid., p. 169.

1D &Hs, ¥iHE, p 244 28,

12) James G. March and Herbert A. Simon, Orgeniza-
tions (New York: John Wiley and Sons Inc., 1958),
p.35 2.

13) Ibid., pp.35~36 BB,

14) Holsti, op. cit., p. 172,
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siveness)o] & 4 $9] EHE BobSolE &K
Btolebz & 4 gtk WS pEOS TER
oz sies AdddA A KESA g
ol o wELe MBS} 9 Ade Ty
el s},

o Aol A BB FfEe] (EHE MEMES
s 4Huged oF 7wk W 2
R

A’s capability+-B’s needs from A+B’s

responsiveness to A=probability that A will
succeed to influence to B

v BB BB THEFR

TRRERBTERS MR 3 HERERS
d#fo g FEHE THI Kot R F
Be BRAY Aol

28w 74 e ol#d osbA] FREol
HER MR, BEA AR, B MK A F
2 AL FEWez wo] Zx Yrrfe] o
2 ARAOFE, BEMNTE, OB BERTHRS
o2 vl wuA gheh, zddH o974 &t
A AFE AL, BEMRES °lF FRE
BEMes RS 445 Bg Aelo = o
| HES] FEl ARMHTR BWieA, BE
FEel BWetex], okdd LEMY BEET o
B3eA 2 B AoHE A+E 3 F
A& Aoz, =3 ofd e FrEH 4%
Wik Re, SRERIMERE, BROMRC]) BEMmez
AEsHY e A+E e Aostes Aot
webd HEpeREE T B HEI TR
E9 #4&S(combinations)o] FFE3SIE Aoz
m@gsle Aol mch wdd ¥ A 2ok

1) &&/ FE(relations of consensus)

AR FRoF ARM MRS FEME
TR Qe FRERA EAWoE ME HE

L 9]

v OB, fEhEe XBE
o of.
7}) {8 (persuasion)
HRBTERS RES HR3Y] Bt K

fd

FiE

rie

HREE AU T2 BiRold AR

S o E ARl A #EAA e ARES
A7) uPez FoEoldE BhozHz £
T Aok &, H#{EE BE KRS REE W
A7 ] gleo] fERe] = iRl Rt Aol
FEREFAA Fligel Ao As HEAIS
BhHe 2Pt BHEES e HEE AL S
sl e}, 53] Lindblom & 54 =124
9 Z#i(analysis)e] HEH:-S WAt U
e AN LHE H#e shed 59 ng
o] "}, &, fH#(information)v} HIEFAEES]
SFTHY B oh2 AR REAVE BT
Az FHT & A zEd #iEe e
oAl 2] e] wbE-oluk AbgRe] FIETE B2A ok
Aol A S KAAE fERE & ek
Futol et AL FHo] wol Ex R @
o] Al MEE Ak

}) EA(bargaining), #@d(negotiation), 21

(compromise)

BHERPITERS HRERS HES KR}
Bl HRERI FA(bargaining)ol vt 1R
(negotiation), Z&#(compromise) & 1737 %
gkeh. &4 (bargaining)o] @b of W ZAWAES 1T
BRES B Rt HELEY HE A
¥ste BEoRA o] FFL HM(negotiation)

15) Anderson, op. cit., pp. 80~81 %M.
Lindblom, op. cit., p.29 ZE.

16) Lindblom op. c¢it., pp. 29~32.

17) Fred S. Coombs “The Bases of Noncompliance with
a Policy” in John G. Grumm and Stephen L. Washy-
(eds.}, The Analysis of Policy Impact (Lexington:
Heath, 1981), p.58.
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ojuvt Z#f(compromise)e EI}st= FFt B
o}

Pressman 3 Wildavsky & %A (bargaining)
% JRf(compliance)& MR shie FRro
2 B3 ok 2dd 714 gt H5e A
< EES fEfREHY] Rk 3 2AY MR T
Bk B 87 = BIES AV Ak RS E7
A% ZigHoF s obel st BAT F At
£ HREoh weEbA HRERS HEERE B
3to] §A(bargaining) & dtedl oAM= iR
HEEE 549 oz v AL vdyeA
Z3be mhoF MSKE B 3 FAC] 749
AetE Ak mRFEE B4R ge
BNl Ao FRe] Sejof T2 FLY LEE
et

o}) #EfE(rewards)

FtE(rewards)S W3 JEEREMR S Ao whol A
\EEhn AdAAE HEE@GIE =d A
AMojulx, A4, AR, AAHE, LS
RS PR AAZ REFo 2N JHES
FERSE AL 23k whebA miE(rewards) g
B EERAT RRBITERC) (ERe] EE
gz wrE 25 FJEJE FACE AHA
Z Qojok stz = RpFIGe] MRAAEI A
2 o] Zw mgE Ak zEE Aol wepA e
HEER il ol = M A e AsE
o] BaEkwr wiEFozA JHES HAYT FE U
T}, 20

18) Anderson, op. c¢it., p.79 ZE.

19) Jeffrey L. Pressman and Aaron Wildavsky, Imple-
mentation (2nd ed.,: Berkeley: University of Califor-
nia Press, 1979), p.134 ZH.
Susan Barrett and Colin Fudge, “Examining the
Policy-Action Relationship,” in Susan Barrett and
Colin Fudge (eds.), Polioy and Action (London:
Methuen, 1981), p.21 SR,

20) Lindblom, og. ciz., p.47 B8R.

23 i (rewards)s} g2 (threats)e] tiix
8T A7 e flE =9 BEES HE
9 RS WA REEFos4 JHES #
Reotd o] AL FHS AR, TEYE 3

$ ols HEE ez dd oA ®
#(threat)ol gtz & 4 ot oj3idt AL F
'L mE g BRe] g4 mesic. 2
By BAL fgeld AdEA BE THE B
Kot v Fie AdoE FE540 w2

R o s

2}) #HE A FE(exchange)

MRl a SRS FRozAY 4335
8l (exchange)st MEMH #H#&ZS =3 FokI
of. wEtA A e qd 23HA &
=t sivkstd EES TS AR ] B
oE —Ael A7 Bl dWEelt 2 ER
A7) He HEEED BRERE HRERAA
HERXE Fdd7bes REFozd 2 gz
IRES RS = B Bwdch o)Ed K
BE Bdtd BmRERS KK B tR
o] JERES FEMREZ]F Lol ATt sivpst o
FHe Aol EF HEdE FAE 4¢ F
Qe kel wFolvh, o]l g Epw Eeol A
A7 fE(exchange)= HEHT#E] glo] ofF —
i o] e | Aol et

284d HEEEE F7HA7E ded RAAe
A AHBHERER)S ERE AFA7=
(%, MAES BERIt)G ohdoll HiRiERS &
RE EFE AR Ry ERA(explicit
favors)” ¢} EAl, HA MEHLERAA HENS
ol & BL ELF oo AelwbolA JERES
ERelE “# 5 A E(reciprocity)” 7k QL. 2

21) Anderson, op. cit., p. 122.
22) Lindblom, op. cit., pp.48~50.
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2) BRERy FE(relations of coercion)

BRENY FROlR WRSTEERER S
wWERALol o MK BEV FRe #H3 T—
b - ZAY ol F Aol AT B, TH
Tol FIEStd MEEM G HFES |Kol 79
HRs ] A7l Mol £2 —FHH AT
S T2 € TEE 2L °}Eﬁ} RE
By Fadle b3 22 AEol 3

7V B¢ (threats), & &j(punishment)

IRFERELRS] FR o2 B Kael #Rd
Wb FF Aok 2ddH |Ee] AAz A
P& d o]F BF EFolx FE. =%
Holsti &= BEZS HER BB (positive threats)
3 ey g B(threats of deprivation)?] F 7}
Az Wrel R\ Aok WEH BES
Az AFEE WME e ddE oz g
A EEE olv] WikatA v RELE FEC - F
&% BRE =t A’ e IAE Ak

1}) & (sanctions)

JERES wEfRste RhEOEsy 24 HibY
Figgol IRfE-S #ERSeE 2A =R HA &
£ 4% TEIEIS #HR(sanctions)E k=
ghet, HRE BRAFCIY REKIERl IRESH

e FoA Fdsl dA(penalty)zt e
{deprivations)e] &},

239 HIRE o9 ASE shA TR B
EREHE o A7E AL #eped o #
= fTHHEEE (administrative agencies)®nl of
et kel Mz maAE F A+ z2Ed
Ki#Fme FEAAA oAM= TERWHET 2
ook (variety), & &4
59 Bz A t5H A5 EH

23) Young, 0p. cit., p. 20 Z&.
24) Holsti, op. cit., p.178.
25) Ibid., pp. 177~178 ZB.

Z 7+ 4 (immediacy),
(flexibility)

st

o}) #sk(authority)

TBUSBE-S S BiRY EED 738y
HWRER A S4old RS WA BEE
R F Uv EEE . 2R A%k

ERcl 7hA ol ERE E#f(laws)olvt &

kA2 3

sty Hifr(formal positionyoll 4 2= Rl 9
3ol A AVA =
23 BE2 ol2d T HES MRt

“H - RORAT Ferol Hot kel AR
< RS HA(F AR EEES 7D &

#&ﬁ%ﬁﬁJ BERE A Aoz FEHStA o
o] Fokell 4A JEKESHY] = Folth ARt
BUFEFC] 1A HERCl = 2] Aok

E 959 <ra(habitsye] Ko St
& 7 wEeleh, ozl whEwE EHHIH
BRE Fets 2ol ofdAY #ke Bl
BHE A W] wEAE EaAgE Ak
oY BRE 2 v RES #Reted =< R
B H(marginal cost)& AL 0(zero)ell 712 &
o] £t Zlojr}.

whebA T BRRLE F BRI A Ae
FAdlME BNe BN ke BET 54
3 F5l(incentives)o] LLEA gFrh, o vkebd
EREL 44 #E 7H A, EEHel BE
= MY ATl JEEESHA = F-ol o,

2b) FEAB

Fikgrel ZE EES gy Fkel 9 std
ﬂ%iﬂ BET MR Hed Tt ERE

2 JAEA 37 Bt RESe EEAEY 4
BHe AMY = Aok oW mddAe B
of ¥ Fr R phEmy BN RiEez {EH
o, zEdH o) d KEAMY 2L BEM

26) Lindblom op. ¢it., p.52.

m}m ot r.EL m[n
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FRES £33 EAY BHHY BAES AHT
g2 gdY £48 sHHeE Aot gk

upeha] o] ¥ REAKMT JHES #ERS
R HEFBREC ¥4 BRI/ AL At #%
ZA A Azl & Faoloh

o) %, B

REE, =& BBol T MEERe] MK HE
of Az YA AJhAE Fotry] Y3
o|H 3 HES HAEse A+ ddoh. HEEe
HasRBES st Aol delAs 29 TE
T8e) 71 E5E o2 52 =74 A o3
£ 2 JEolok oW dEjolE el A&l
Ade vhRA A XAY APE A E O
WAL 2387 gt ofd KeERERC] o
& WIERERSY ZE EEAES B RE =
= PES BRslz 239 aAstes BEE
Az Aeh md ol et EZEclv Bl =
Z = pP(threats)o] v} & &j(punishment)?] =F
oz RS A4=E % ok 2GR
Zolvt MiBiE Tz £RY HES
fRetz RS WEE Kdted Jonz o
T ORENA ADet AL MAEI HRM
2 A oA oF gt

3 ODHER #EHEF B (relations of psychologi-

cal manipulation)

ERHTERS ERS AES BEN B3}
o DEY BRFRS FEHET W Aok 7]
A ek DB BREFRCIZ A4 Hh
ol v} MEA E5IS ] o] &R Sk
e EMHsts Aoz A®, 2 A9 #p

27) ol HEL £33 REST #RHHE Bhd Asid
Y = e HEN STEHENegative Extern-
alities)ol) <&} A Eo|t}.

28) SER, TBRRFHI(AE  @%at, 1981, pp. 298~
309 ZR.

g Rfffol Tadte] JEES HRIEHE FEo
2 £73, % 2%, AT 2 RE\WL A
ol =

V. JEfE(Compliance) i G-8n% EH
ol glelA B bz HEE

oA7lell A= IRERRGTRS () S 249
F&el A gshed SleiA EHEH ok ¥ FHE

& oA AAsd Fua @
1l £FHR(TE SMMSO| BAW £

o7lel= 2A A7EAS] Bkl vEEe] 9L
Ed o] & Aoz Huisld ofgak o

AA, “REER @S T “BEL 7
RS A A Bastd EAG

A, ‘BB T BREC M E £F
BE(RER FH, BEN FE, OEW BRF
g A4 B&ste Mgl

2 WA ol ZFEREE b BHET
of EFRE 2RI Z g

B D A8 FHE —Ed @lERdA=
&, (0~X) sl 2 BEE A3
AA FFE(F, GBS Bol3td gol ¢43)
IRERE(RS] K#EL Al Eoba Zlo| F(Ekg A).
O BR 2 BEY FRE —EREXOIAAE
IR gES] ot A ebrh oAl B4 E Aol vH(X,
~Xy). 2t X, 2oE o & BEE kA
JREKES oA Fobd Hol s (X.~X,) (Bl
B).

B#E 3D LEE BRFRE —FEREX)7A
= JEREKYEC] EolA vl BB o A3t
IEEKEES oA Held Aol th(X~X,) (BRRE
C).
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B# 4 2= FREGAED T8, BEN F
B, DER BETEOS WREZF mIRE B, R
REE(X o] BZeA 55 o stE FEd}n
IS 5 5438 3E Aol

22| oA kS 47149 BFHE EdE
ZFES(FBES Y RERR S BEEE e

W o3 3Ee(E 5).
(B 5) RRBM L2 IEFEFERELRE

Y

L]
% Compliance WERA (/N FE)

&KesB
(SRS FED

E i . N1 [} X
(0] X) X{ XzXJ X‘
intensity
{(or contingency, situation)

239 27 o] EEAAM AAAE EE F
Ae AL HERGEE B F£FEE o4 9
L dhelal AU A EHAE ks EF
2 B (intensity)7} W5 AU & ok oies A
olt}, F, oAl sEE(intensity)v} AR
(contingency or situation)e] ##{ko] we} £
Bi%=-2 A 23] EA(combination)s] A {34
of grt& Holrh,

FIE =4 o] EFAA fhitel (O~X\)L
= ®EE B/ b BRAYelo. 2 Rytel
X/~ X)dd = &g Cot 7 Zikgel = iR
flo] (Xo~X)ds = Beg A7 713 #ERe)
oh. 23k gt el (0~X)LHE 2
o= Big Belnt &kfFstx, Mol (X/~Xy)

d e EKEf Celut kFFsta, Rl (X~

Xod® = Bex Aclzt fkffstebs e oy
o oAL E o]F M %e M3 AAF
BEs X2 A HERRS] sAtE: B
st o E BEE(FREE [ 4438 B
FHsEste EMstets Bk o A slod of g}
olspro] JHIEREMRE BT &£ FBEY #HR
< JR¥(contingency, situation)®] B} 38
BE(intensity)e] #fbol vt Zejad ¢ Qlomz
G4 ASAHd A (follow-up)e] 2ZEs}pe o] o]
& AAH 247k MAAE dope AL FE
s Aeleh oW AL & FREY B4
i fl 2 238l B (interchangeable)®ut o}y g}
Fetr(combination)®] fpZso) vt ESE ebAof
gdebe AL Fokdhed old FEL hed
V(B 6= FHHERE F Aok
o] =8 (| 6)oll A 4 %-(vertical bars)E&
oW Haskel ¥ia A NEME(compliance)& MR 3

(B 6) /EFE#RS B8 H5IR

INDUCEMENTS
(BERGRE BY &5l 8

NEGATIVE POSITIVE NORMATIVE

/\E:'A?_E‘JE".-I.—‘FFQ) ‘ﬁ';._“']ﬁﬁl FR) (ﬁﬁﬁ‘l%b’l. FR)
. i I,' -1 [ | .-. .’» > e
et ‘. ae . - . i
COERCION | . _‘ : DT
Di'fpr'.'vations- anci 1:1L . o

' .t ®ae . *
Goods and Services | ,*,

Status Information

Authority

.
.y
. Benefits-Rewards
- SR

LEGIT]MAC\

Accep!ance of

s . 1 R Polmcal Dlvn)onlof Labor
et T |* .[

A B € E F G H I

1) Warren F. IIchman and Norman Thomas Uphoff,
The Political Economy of Change (Berkeley, Los
Angeles, London: University of California Press,
1969), pp. 86~89.
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7l R3] FrlezA #HHE BES(FRD)Y
EARES Jebioh

A7l A BIE Eo IHES #EFEsFEH Qo]
A A9 A5 o4 @Hl(Coercion) %o
2 19 A= 97 &¥#(Legitimacy)d] 4
Aol zeElx o] F F7kl Y& E(bars)E
= A7kA FLI(EEY #F5, HEWM F3, 8
#ify #4500l Bl-A(combination)s o] §lt},

ol BEE HHT BuhitE, 5% BE, %
HE MR SelA Y] HERGREE Bid 249
Ae BEFBREY EARES BAY $9)
At

TE AY 19 A7 28 g AL oy
Aot ol A= HE ZE Aol JHE
RS FEoz AR FI(EEW B, B
B Fol, BER FTD) BEWoR MAH
= Aol BF EI E 5 de —@mw €49
el

2, BEEHS BA

ik, Boh, BEOBHG S 2 BrEY B
PR BLE mtel = AE )Y MHE
B —mes o Bl ot Flgel ®RE
He AR TEH A ke & g

wrebA 2 fEsRel o)kl BmES A& WHEM
o] & AFEY KEE = WRE BESte
JiEme g Fo s = EEE e EE]
A BRSEE EEOl T RS UESA RIEE
dfof of ghrt, ©

8] dke] ol

TS THem

MRS #E

2) Merilee S. Grindle,” Policy Content and Context in
Implementation”, in M.S. Grindle (ed.), Politics and
Policy Implementation in the Third World (New
Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1980), p. 8.

3) Ibid., p.12.

&7l B AR HEY @ 7l S (mecha-
nism)e] BAZEH Sl gtk AW o) JEMER
el FtdFL ZA #AHEFE(coercive compli-
ance), THFl|EF (utilitarian compliance), H&
FZ(normative compliance)% A7) $FEHlo =
el & o vk 2 —ime s BA B
B BT BHERE-DFIEE-HE TR I
22 I GRiRGe] #MLE o g}
IR R T80 A BRyol A e
°of ohvizt &S fHEhel NEMES FEfEstEd)
leB 2 IEERy FRE A9 Fgro] fo}3
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