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o) A7 R (governance)ol] B F& =&o] U Aoy 2 lyg B &
ol ettt A R #Ae gy og s 2P T &Fol A
71971% @k gebd A Ade] AV ok T oAdAdE BNH oz o
Feohd Ade EE2 29 F vk HWA HAe i@ Ade Ao 9 oA
BAE Aupm 27 F49 YA &S AmEG oA PAA A
A= Ade zz3 AEsF 29E A2 ¥A Ade] did =99 ol =¥
o) Aol F3s|o| gk o] FME HA A A HE MG =&
85 L)%t

2233 A ZHx 9] X ARG g8t A EAH AAEA (confirma-
tory factor analysis)& F3l @z Mg FAAAE AFEh Y HP=AF
Az 3904 23] A ARG Aoz velgth & x| side] ANy et
AUA, A g FEHog FAHE AWRAHE Axe HFEAA,
FAe A2 FAY ARAHole= Az, 1ejn WA, FHe FAR +A4 d
B AEEE AdA F9 A A9 ARR FAH Uk

o] 3"“"1“ ARE dF A dzsted HAE A Ao 2 B, AFE
4 58 B8 FAY I v ZEMS AN AR ofAel F7t - AT 7
127 51*7}5_13 EAHoR Foulg Aol& HMYth olgd ATFAHSF AAtstE
HAA o T A& AYsts AAINEE WAV HAE A

« pEUstE YA 54
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3= ofalol FrlFoly 71El Futkel vl ¥ £& HAE I B 4 i

[FA o} . @A (governance), FAH7}¥ x| (relacion-based governance), T3 7}ut
Y A (rule-based governance), X 2} ¥}

2

I. A

GAH o2 HHRe HEE npA] AAFAHE FFAT el A5 ukEs
gt 204)7]) Fabell= A4 H(market failure) ] et hgorx AEe AY
(government intervention)®] 7} o] Fo] Hr} HF o] Tl g Agrt S
g3t Akl Aol BE & AR o] gk At F-(big government) 7}

FEFE ol ftrk ey 204171 Futel] Eoxn, A5 HRELS Y 7HA
olffZ 1 #AE =efliA HAL o]l At ‘22> A H-(small government) 22|
Aol AMA dofkil vt 2 A& W= 1A RA § X (governance)'V) 7} H-
it o] SHolA T83 FHE &t Atk & AR AYY A £ oE
74 54 9l (government failure) Lt %3 2 A 3 (policy failure)E G oW olo] gt o
SoEA 2 FA7 MEE g or =oFa gtk

ol ARAYAANN FA FA AR A¥EHE FE E
YESA FAolge 9guz dotd 4 Ao, HAE =9she o oA

= B4 49

1) governanceol] thek 23 &oji= ofA Frojs]o] YA g5t governanceol] thall Fx|(iL
1), TR AU RBEEED, A GEH), F7M QRS E), A S22 Bd3)
2 Q0v See ddoln Bdd QoiA HA thaw, S HEel tadow
Heshz o] 7k HAsivta & 4 Qlch dxtolz gdstaAd A (K, %A
(st FARBEARE FA L)@ o7t e AA TP AR AL AT
Aoju daAl WAL Zaty] el HAHsA b TR U iy old £
gataiey, A sirb e owjE WEFo R gfste] thaduhi: T A mby o
Bl A= governanceE FA (R TS 7 8 o)

2) o] P35S P A (governance) & 3 ZqC’]Ur A hA I Z MRS A
TH(Kertl, 1993; Osborne & Gaebler, 1992). & StAE-E 71E9] A £ A Mo| HRZ
Aol w43 A S Al hierarchy) & HAZ & 40]‘5}1’ HlEt A2 e A wAow
A} €} 9] A (ream work) 9} A (participation) & 7% 8} 1L ﬁlb} wetal x| FF BN
oA Eek 23 AAE o 43 #E9 B Fran 230 AX ME §
ool FABEA st g gngttn & 4 hHAFE 9, 2002).

01
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Jessop(2000)& A1 27he] o|fgol A Euste) AT NS BT
385 A2 B0z oldetn AT &, e AF Fabrt BR opsa
B9 AAH, AX A, Y EAE GFE o Ak, oo Yotoz ¥
7} AT 7k F29) 2N A 39 A2 Y ol R

oeid WA Ad olgol A W FaMAE AAY, Ju, WurF
o, ARgFle] B U F7he] Fl5ws Foz aoky & vk AAssh 3
walehe A2e AN SdE 71E 2Nse Adske] A4d BRI A
g ARHoE B AL Q7T olol 83 2 vl A T5H £
9 7JEANE wRE FHN F3E Aol AvdA & B Aol ol
AAS, ARE, 978 59 M7l 42 Al AR BEAY $IA
A Aol g M2 olslE 2T Aotk BA 047K AT o] &
R geluzFe) AAAAE G A2 AABT QAAA FelH T
EAY AAAS) FHE FEH Aol WAolH, o)L HAS & Heitky
o o1& ROITHAHE 9, 2000).

ATA WAl B BE ERo| U ATl 2 A B BHo| s
oold 2 B GgHoR Ad ol@8Y4e FnAH o] AVSE @
o} olHY WAL Aol 2 olgo] A © WAl e AEe thepstn
2 ol AT ofw BN o8 It wet 1 Wes FENe o
Fsioim ¥ % ok

Aol HE BHHoT £8 ¥ 4 Yk AYYAE BAsIE olale U
Au, ol A7 ARAT meael g &f sl 2P Hojs) gri=
A3 Faax gtk £8 WA JoSo] Z2e Y WAL wAstu 9

= A% AuEE Aok Fageoz XA @ & JrHAAL, 2000 oe}
A gA Aol AYE BT oUe BAR oz osaty Ade Ea
2 29 % Aok WA WA B AdY) Fo) % i) BUL A k3
Ao YAe N AED. oAA ) FAo) U ATFE Ade) 23e A
7t AdE Az WA Adel @ =99} ol 2y} Yo Fao] gk

o] ZNE WA Ade 24 9% Ade 2HHE Adc EG AA
Ao YA EE BEoA 2 29| WA WA LAY L w@, 24
1A ok
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. A (governance)oll g o] 24 HE

1. #@xlof cixtly 2 o craty.

A9 ML H7F RS SFAAG 2 el B3 A AR AVH
Ao, Aak 1 A9E gAY At At FAll Ao
225 A A 3Hglobalism), X%} (regionalism), =7}5+2] (nationalism) % A5
) (localism)5-0] FE3HE Alth7F HEA FAE ofo] FHsk o)k thapdd
Aoz Jepd ZlolthAE ¢, 2000). A€ thatdgolehs SR S44
% &) (global governance), A %# ¥ X|(regional governance), Z7}A  # AJ{national
governance), AL 2] (local governance) 502 TH E 5 vk olg9 AEH
545 A s a3 2o

%A% | (global governance)= MAIAA FEAAM ] AA|, TAL BA, 387
& 874, B, B, 28 Xz 53 4dE gAE gFed dEd 547
F-E UN, UNDP, UNESCO, OECD, ILO, WTO, WHO, World Baak, IMF 5-°] 310
u] 0|59 AR ittt A QA YA (regional governance)t- EU, NAFTA,
APEC, ASEM, ASEAN, NATO 5% 2& X9 & W& sk A, ZAl, TARKE,
23 59 WAL ouiRch AN BEe Yao] A%HHNA Aok
A% AAol g ERE] e Aol WA &7k Frkehn ek 7 9
2] (national governance)= WHHAQl A& t}F& Aojt} ol AVF7IE TR
= Aoz MAze ARt IHE Fa A AAL A AHe g 9t
z3ztet FEE oA =HATE MW= G o] Hi= Osbornedt
Gaebler®] ‘g% #ale] 43" 9 AFNH] A 73] AP (4, 1998)5AA
AAo R HAE v ek AEA FA(local governance)= A A S} RIFF2] 21H
of wa} ARpA7E A SabatEA FAHE FEold FWlEe] AY Foqst

3) o] AlMi 107h9 ARAR AHE 2T Yk

LAY A0 wrhe AARge AFsE PY, 2 4G4 2%
sylo] g Al AFRche Fud) AR olga: AR, 3 A A
3oz gl ARAS Bske 4R, 4 IRAGH 4% FHAGY 242
Wb 4R, 5. ARAGA B o) ohuleh e de Ads FE Y
DAAGH A% BRAZL ohlet DAY 8FF FEAA FE AR, 7. 71U
A4 AZUTHE FUE BRI AR, 8 o hH G A SUTHE Aol MFeH:
A%, 0. BAA 4% AZALCH: Folsh UAAZ FAS: %, 10 AFAGH
A% wsel FRoR AYNTE BEHE AR

ot g TF
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I ARFHATE FAUFFe &7 FE YehdEAM Aol A
2 AM7IY 2 AUNGOES F42.2 MEA Yetds Fol Awe Aotk

e ER L 2744 @A

(Global governance) (National governance)
SEERE

(Regional governance) A Y3

(Local governance)
<3 1> #xle HFEE

T3 PH) olg BAde A 7HA daol s, 7 249 WX, AF 3
Aol WA 2 ARALE F49) A2 i & ATHANE, 2000). o) Zzte]
wel7t $X9 AA ok $Fole A UBY FE AL ouisted, 213
o palzod BRdNe B4 24, AFFAES AEFL FAY Aol
oa BH A, ANALE FHL NEE A BN B2 AN2A olx Y
2 ol29l A 7HA Fagol Z7te) wdt BEEE Uehdth

Y= B Wl mek AFARelq AR, Telm FAHAANA A
28 BX}RY 5402 ololAk +HEH wgor SHAAN|MTHE B
BYRS 2H APHolw gAH, $EHY wde) AR & F o
(essop, 1998). WehA] FH & FAAFAS) 2AFA 0] BA A% ol M 7}
o A% 9 AlRALEE FASE FASY FYY ARl vet AN GG ®
oz e & Utk

2. gxlel iy He

o} g A7E 2 A Aol g §ele] Aot ohvjet gl o
3 o7t Aoiso] itk FAol g FHRXAE HuE dgd NdAgE F
olE 4= gtk P AbHA Ao E A B, American Heritage Dictionary®l| 2|3}
W “EX|(governing)®] ), HA L AY F& JHE, Oxford English Dictionary=
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“FAY EYE H& didol FArstr] s B T P Wy Ee
AAN"Z A o) §H(Screeten, 1996). 1811 A A28 (World Bank, 1992; 1997)2
“THEYL A AAH AYYPAP B dAE A & 7+ FA - AL A
AUEE el AL B0 Aol STk UNDPUITE “HA @
2 57k W) 2E 22N 2HE ] A9 AAH - AT - 48N A
(auchori) & WA A2 B & Uk RS A U} NUEH Yol
Aagel ol $AE WHR 159 YA AeE IS AUE 998
Geta 15 7o) ddl AolF ZAY & e AT, HA, Ax2A FHEG 1
Aelshn o E8 RO WAE TEY EANAL AT A8 27
wyoz A8 sk

ddtd oz FX & 71EY PA oo EAE AT Ax - WY - =4E B
NRlg HRol #A 2 H7te) ¥R EFEE NG oFH Uk FA
o AFde 2599 FHo| A3 - #As} - EHZAZ - 7193} - ZAFE A
ggtoll whal Fefe] AAH #A8 720 vEgE £ ATH 8L dAsE
08 AREE I ITHO)F 4R, 2000). T12] 2L Rhodes(2000)E 719 Ex %7he] 2},
g4, 43N Fo g Bz 71GAHT Z(corporate governance)’ ¢
‘F2 Y| (good governance)’, WIHA G 71l S AR ARA ALY ALE
ZAzEE AT EZATE(NPM: New Public Management)’, /A 2IA}F3]/A| 372
HAAMBE 778 A A3 B A (interpational interdependence)’ 9} ‘AFE]-A}o]
H )€l A A (socio-cybernetic system)’ 28] 1 W E Y A(nerwork) 59 774 BYE
AAIEE Lynn 5(2001)2 PAE “FAQ WPz vl o] FHEHE Astet &
Ao FFS AT AW - HEse WE, 74, APHA 2 2 FFA A A
Al (regime)”e}il F et o] % A 7|#H FAES 449 HFH EXE 0t
A 1 ol sfMstn Aetn ok FAsA FAA AL FUE M2 of
A7kA Bolx FAN Ao W& 1 74L A vk Btk

3z FFol= A2 X (global governance), 2} ¥ % ¥ X|(regional governance),
744 ¥ X (national governance), A% ¥ X|(local governance) 59 Ul 714 FE L
Z FREY It} o|A7kA] Ao B AtE o] M| 7HA] & F FE F7HY
2 2 A PHo T3] Gt WA A A HX|(global governance)2] 7id
Holg AH B Gordenkerd} Weiss(1996)E /=717t =214 02 A4S 4 §
T AHA, HAF o8& ERH R Ay A% x=¥olgdu v 1gx
Young(1994)2 =@4 ANAZ TAE FAA M Z5& dsta FEH=x
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g 2402 e Ade THE 3T 4 Y= ANARE FUHT e9e 2
oz} Betor, F2Y AvldA 93l (Commission on Global Governance, 1995)¢]
Me AdH A, 3FFEH NARE 24 T5RAAE FE g 3
W) F3t2A, 43 ddste U oldBAE HAH) AT dxHoln A
£2Q BAolzti B} £ Lake(1996, 1999)E HAH A& F454 T4
Aj(anarchic alliance) 2 3§A &1 ¢ith

A|9A A (regional governance) T M9 MEAHAE AHEWH  Gambled}
Payne(1996), Hettne(1999)= @A9] AA| AA A A 58t L& d§
atod, 71E9) 7R ofvt A1 9 AMSA YARES FoG FARE £
stil dow |, A, A, A3, &3, 84 T ohFE 2ok ojiEE T 3
il B3 9lvk 228] 32 Hottned} Soderbaum(2000)-2 %X 3] (club of friends), TAFA
A 2 FAR =R} 7He] X (military regime and warlord governance), 7| E7HY] &
2712 3| (trans-state governance) 2 A HAH YA E At Qrh

=72 @ X (national governance)FF=o| A& Peters(1998)= H¥-ZF o] AlEA ¥
HE fi g of ofd] i diete g A EHE ARed ZHE JA Bye
™, Osborne} Gaebler(1992) #EFH AEH PN 74714 AF(WAEF
), NPM)E 9] H3e 2714 @A 8 Hokth 2@ 3 Bjork¥} Johansson(2000)S
Z7b7F Fag PUAAR ol glom FAo]&L I A A 2o o
A Ae& 4714713 ATk Bowornwathana(1997)2 41 %15 FA| 2Tkl (new
democratic governance paradigm) % #HA=71E FA gt B} HE o|E OF
S oun g R AAR Nda A48 A0 A%, A9 gAY, AT
q9g T4 9Az v do

2193 P (local governance) T-F 0l A& Barber(1999)E AIRIALS S &3 HA|
T 4 A0S Axsn #dhE 48t Al (marketplace) S ZEY F AT &
o} AF43(2000)2 7HR1S] FrJRTh of)g} TAV AAL, 28la 7|8 BEAT
Aol g B ARIALE & WHAF e dolEt & 4 Itk BH, Ehrenber(1999),
Janoski(1998), Keane(1998), O'Connell(1999), Seligman(1992)2 Al%l, A}SIGHA], A5
A7 AL3lA A AR-golgla Er}, Habermas(1984), Rawls(1996), Sandel(1996)
S YA 2R HoEME AA v AT ARAA Al (communal spirit) S
A3 it A BAL aHHoAY &Aool ¢ 5 Yot Eoh
o] FollME F7HY & 9 FAH FEAAM Y FHo T3t UNDP(1997)9
World Bank(1997)2] 7hdol F2 ¢zaty {x Md& 23

4V



58« H=F H4H H3E)

3. @xle dEE HE HF =¥

AGNE o} AREHAL 57ke] AAY ARoAME S8 FA &+ ok
Bohel AARE AN, BRY, $I9 R4 uRH d9 A Ansn
ALE A AL ST A = (Competitiveness Advisory Group, 1999)& 2
k], ol 7k A S onlstal, & e YuEs AAAG
o) el A AR HEH AULE AUFOIH VE FUZE AU
5& F7HE £ e 37FY 5 H(U. S. Competitiveness 2001)8 2| ] ghe}. o] 91
W RN gl Fese 2 A4 S4L Btk 2o
E Yod &5 2 7I9EY WA, AlAA ZA8E FA8H & F2 &
A& T+ T7Fe] 53 (The World Competitiveness Yearbook 2000)2 = 7}7 4
gt sh=dl A71ME 719E Adse S7hsE S ’6‘)‘]5]'": =7 AAE ] B4
o S ARAE YRR, YA, T BYA 347} A7
S A AR FHAG B 5 Ak %7}74%3&1 ol AAAY
S AT QAL AR, FAYA, AT ol BAAEARS T
5 T/} ¥ *|(national governance) 7|A o] T Qs YAbo)rt

el 9 ol F7HHY WA QL A 4F RYori BRAH
55 NE3L7] 93 Peters(1998)] ] 7HA] R o] ]rt.

o] U 7}A] 2g& ulgAs HBE Q3 Ao T A|FAY AR 293

B oﬂ.

2 1o S o of

F°i

3
(market government model), ZoJd HY <GB H (parricipative government model),
NZy AHEL AT H (flexible government model), TFAIUSE AY Hdwy
(deregulared government model)-2 H3tc}. A|AE AR £ ¥ & (market government
mode) 9] 7]l #HL ARE ATt ol A 715S EEatn APARE
o] ey o] AFHA AR FE #y ARG ¢edithe d 1 A8 7
of g s 7‘]1/]3 ATHEGZ - AEF 9, 2002). A1FEY AE S92
TEE A8 F2E 7L o, depy e UR-Ee fE e
gata gl "]%}7HL§°ﬂ A4 JAEEE 7HA 2 FAAR S dey AHE
Bl& o8 T 7HAE JHAE AR &3 RFolth

] E H¥E 89 B ¥ (paricipative government model)S- 19903 t] o] F.¢] %] BHZ-]
2 BAA FAM 7| % 3THPeters, 1998). Al Y AR FARFH} Fojy YR
9 2EAs dzHe Aol o] F FIHY FEHS #EAVL ‘ﬂ}%}’—‘?f“}
5ol tha Aozt @k Adolth(&9%] - HEg ¢, 2002). o] A TR
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FHA ZATZE M o #el U2 TQM(Total Quality Management)#}
Temo.2 83 A8e 24E TS WAk} Welol ol =ojurh

MEH AHE $9 5 Y(flexible government model) 7|&¢] o ¥
She ANl d Aoz A4 & 5 g 23 NEE ARIOY dEd dis)
FHOIAY AR w3t @AY e HJEe Adg M1 &
7ol Wt i HAEA S - dhHldte A4S HEoliE AR 1 7
9 THE AP Haats ALY AollA o] HHE &S AR} TA ok & )%
ojg} BZstA, FF F-EolA 229 Y& (permanence) 719 AME] A1 L
23958 ARE AR USUthad - JUE 9, 2002. AAR
A7) AxstE o] Y= 2FolY o] ZHUY] AHEL wEA Wt AL
87 SollM gy oz gAsA Rt B e FHE SAEA Hol
At A A dAE7) ol o]2d ARG AFH AR B
g9 F2E 2 FoE R30I} H5] el P YA A (cemporary)o] ]
4379 aaaels] Gest @ Aotk

A3 AR 92 3(deregulaced government model) S THAI Y3l WEE| T}
o2 7HAE A4S A TES TAGS A FYEP L 7GR EA
S WRA del, A dE G438 T FAdH G S ol ST A
U ItA 2 gstata AEA e RS A SUE e Byl
& & Aok RtAgE 2 olute HESH(red ape) b e FUTF AR B
Atk o] ] 7kAe] AREHE A otdfe <& 1>9 2t

ey A v A = I = |
o T

<E 1> #xio 47tx| Yey

2 » ANEY AT #1y %% TAEEY

- 232y AEE2REY | AFIEY | BAPeYEd

i el 5 A AZA A dE4 | WA 73
T E U3 THH 3 HEEA - |EAE AR AA
e L e TOM, team | YN A - H 34 | gL A{FAFA
AAFY | AFH JQAEB | AE713e Y 43 719744 A
&9, 7HA] AEE H g B, ¥  (AHS WE 23| T, €54
£ AR | HoH ¥ & 3te] ¥ £ AW (B2 AP o]y
e 6 T B s B 3 BAA A5 | oF Axs | BE 2/ FE
FRYAE | AR7IAE A | ASA FL | JALEA E8 | R 2
PR GH | Al E AR Bl oE| (e AR 1D | AHF-E AN o

2 : Peters(1998)8] 2¥-& £ 89
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o] Peters®] XL YA XA, & 7MF2AY o4& FAET F @730 ¥
i @ FABY &do] M met FZAHQ tigol R3] WEe HA
Hog AEH F7t FEHEY £8E Mg d o Agsite Aol

T3 FFHEY FE $4 g0l AT FA S AEE b FX =
A7 F ¥z o4& oy ARYch a8y dA 18 R FAH =
AL AYAoleks FIAE2Y A E oA L T GUT Foto gz 2
£9 B7) g #AaANE £ dvhs EAVE ATHANE 9, 2000). Petersi= =
A@e o] BA9 1 Aol B8 2o 1E2 E3E1 Ag AF FAA Y=
87k gositia B3 ik A2 A A e 4 JeHES EA4H ¢
A3 AU BAE Tl AH3 ARAIN] Y8 T A =
& 71 & ok Fch(Pollie & Geert, 1995).

YA AP AT AR ZYd T HolA AT Peters(1998)¢] Ul 7HA| A
Folol = Osborned} Gaebler®] 7147H4 AF4 HA7F U} Osborne}
Gaebler(1992)= A g A Wog 7YrHAQd e s gaAHA
oo F ¢od oJRYe AN 18L& FFEE AFdEd AR
€ =Y5ta #5H PAFYANM Hojut AlAE A1 FRIE 202 HE
A Aghe Z197H ZAE =qsol dun FE 197 AR ol
o Fele FFYe7t BRAY AR FAAN 7AHE AR F AFTH
(NPM)®] E502 dsghgjol st d4g JEhd Hojoh

M 744 : §x Mde z23" A9

FolA =R WA ALY B DY oz YA Y 24
& A% 244 Jelo YA AEE AvjEn)

1. MZ2 B 7HE: A7I8 B AT E HX

A Ade 13 79k A (rule-based governance)} A Z|HE X (rela-
tion-based governance)2 TFARE % ] THShuhe Li, 1998). WA 77 7]4ke] FH]
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& saA Aol HR3E 1GAZ YT TA(ule)E HED, 2942 7IFS
FAE 31 At gtk 39AI2 BGAAET $F0] @A, 49AE PF
e 7193 AL A do. sTAR AP EE g4E SA ol seAl
AYE s Agrt FHoln FHE Aok 2 g A 3¢ FH
(rule-based) Y22t @rt. ol HAEHIH HA% #3¥9 L7t &YE 454
NFEF9 oA Zhsdie, FHZIV A7 FHEHI] Helle Adrt AHHeln
AEHQ oo Uzt BA 7] ¥H(eelation-based) PRol| o)E & Fubo] Qir}.

TE7|Re] oM A (relation)= E71¥ Fejo}h WL AUz led,
A HAe 2714 Fed £ HEg AU vk R 2 73 (information
/ transparency)oll Al T3 7]¥te] YA FF A B (public information)el] Wi FH Z
AR A & FPHE Hi ok dA AN e IAH A4 B (local
information)9] A& 7IA 1 o AR FHY FPAHEL viAs ok 1F
H]-&(fixed costs)®] FHAA FAZIW HA & & DAY &S BAHY A=
o]} Wil @ mu]go] Eoj7pm, A ejr]-&(transaction costs)V] FHAME
T 7eke] X @AY Y= 1A &I 22 AL BHY. g1
BHA 8] B (marginal costs)o A T 71uke] YA & 2L @AAHLS , AV F
AQME w& AN L 4FE 7Hvh TR 7 Al(economics of scale) $]73ol
A A7 FA e 5 TRY AAE ML, AT HRAAE @
& R BAE A uU<E 2 FED>

4) Au] 8L A €A AAYAAM dojuhs AdE & o A7l v 822A FGol
U A clgdeze BE ARulsol e /T AFEE WY SH7A
Fo] o FARA] g AFEAY B4 AT FAA, BEHLY, £7nd B 52
2 A w7 /1B Fol QA YFEA ¢ & Yo wM AR oy
b, o] @ HAAA & FYshs ]l =& ] 8o] uiE Ay goloh. A &L FA
Hl-g, A A 28, ARHE R v § T3 2& FAH w@s dad
ZE H &g 2P AEH A9 AEAHFAE t2A AU & BAAN T LA
€ oA g& & F 7MY AAUFA 93 AFHer BASE F2% TFY F
A a4z FHEHOI R - HFE, 199).

ANE § OHE FIIE AU o 489 Fulde FUHEOIN AR
ot FuG FHES AL FUHEY U@ H &2 EAISY, Fu 88 AdFeR
the B o A ke o)k

5

~—
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<E 2> &I Hxih AT Y|

FANE A

A7 g2

i ¥ (rule—based governance) (relation—based governance)
#  Alrelation) @14 3713
A X(information) &334 B(public information) | =*X|% A H(local information)
£ A (transparency) & ¥4 e A
73] B(fixed costs) w& AA¥ & we v g
A ) v]-B{(transaction costs) F2 AYul& o A&
37| 4] §(marginal costs) e dAu & w& M
T+5.2] 7 Al(economies of scale) =8 Rl AA vo 7rol AR

AR AR A GAR 71 Fotel det #& 719 X (rule-based
governance)®] B A 0] & (average transaction costs)} S A oE 2 nAHH|E
(fixed costs) ¥ F-A| & wHE 2+ AU -B-(marginal costs) 22 A8t 7HA & Aol
t}. olo whah #A 714t X (relation-based governance)®} A HnH] RS AL
ZANEA Y A Go] FrHgl wat F71d Fojdt. JAVW FA HaAH
Hj-go] T+&7|8k Yo JF A ERT AF of FAE HA o &3} =
Yed AN JAo gESE vl vE AAYE AAsA dok Al
43 HAH(ZL #7134, ming point)o] SAdti= Rojtt. g AASE <
& FAAR AL BAZIN A& FFHZE R AAVE S AE 7N
A2 23 2 Aotk ol2d AL thg <g 2>9 # UEh} ok

WA )8

(Average transaction costs)

A FH
(Relation-based governance)

T3 7|8 Y
(Rule-base:i governance)

718} ol Alob
27}

=

Y

(Turning point)

-

AR

(Extent of market)

<38 2> : @xlo ¥F AHY v|83
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=& ZAHH7]O0ECD) 3070 AT F I5< AH FA 74 Jg=7}
AN AL dF WAZ & U Ho ok Wl & 710 F3F9 e @
ALY A YFEE st AFA FAAEL “AFRT 237199 Hgo]
o FADetn st 3 Ho] FAIHE Al st 9= ExalE @
of thaf 5& =Y & ARtk EA ARE FAHo| 1 gAY ek A
dab7|Hehs Ao ARE dd 2RSS HFAH BA] o7 sjAnl
FH #e B B At A ol #AFAY #7213 23 71/
X ARE 5 en F o FAH L A WA FF SNk A}3
Ee AN HAE T G AFAIGE DA P9 AbsloM 2
718 (cuming)ol] &% FAY AL e I 4G FMo2 AP F
A& Aolzt Aztdnt

2. ®X| Jiidel =xts}

of 2dMe A =A% FAE JAd A4 Ad HYE Higos P
g SAS7E HellA ddto] PatE e WS AR AR ], AR
H A= Fogict olFA Ho® A MNIS dFHog BNy Y8 23
3e AEE G 2.

Ao A 74A] ARG AR 3o e} #Q)A (voice and accountability), A H ¢t
A3} F-ZH(political seability / no violence), &5 & 74 (government effectiveness), T4
9] ZH(regulatory quality), HX|(rule of law), H#¢] E|(control of corruption)o]T}h
(Kaufmann, et.,al, 2002). A A|Ye] Hoo} M A(voice and accountability) o] & A7)
Hlcivil liberties)# A2 H2(political rights) & ZH3He AXZA A7) Fo
(participation) & 23 H9A JF-E Wwigshe M} & = vk 7)oy 2o
T EE U7 ARH R F2 ANEY oldE thEsY FFAHL 7R 7 9
&< 33l AAAAA B2 E Mok ks Eoltt o] X EE EA3] M=
A2 A 918 = (political risk index), %] &](political rights), 2171 (civil liberties), W=
2 A Y4 (democratic accountability), 7131 2] 27 ™ % (business have voice to express)
o A8t @4EUh EAE FAH AT} F-Z 2 (political stability / no violence)
ol I Yt AR o Joz XA B, HY £ Fog g I
Y AAG el E HHAEE S FE A Ee & Aok o] AEE 2Hs)
7] M E TR 9P % (Domestic Political Risk) 52 A&7} LUtk o] F
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AFE A9 FAE ot & & glE ARo|T

A2 R F 7 (government effectiveness) O] T GRS} Anj2of it QA o2 #
2A19] A(quality of bureaucracy) & VERRE A2t & 5 k. ol ¥ AT AHALE
Osborne# Gaebler®] 10714 A% Fe) 5 ARAFH F¥9f HAL 7H1 e
RE AxED FAHEo] AYE HPo R o] &TE FHFANE AHE 4
Abgof o). o] XN EE SA3Y] AsME BEAH XA x(bureaucratic delays), 37
9 S %(competence of public sector personnel), HHA|&9] FH](wasteful government
expenditure), 8 A 2] A]7Hmanagement time spent with bureaucracy), A7 E 34 U4
% (percent who believe the government is efficient), ¥E ] Z (bureaucratic quality) F
g7t &8k AAZ 7419 Alregulatory quality) o] & AR A K9 44
< 7K 3 sled 71E9 #EAH e A g3t T8 AREE FAYH
S5 S Al FALSE ARGy A4S go] & F Qirk ol FAVE
Aujy} dAA ] 25 HHER YelE ARe & vk o] ARE FA3}
7] M= 837 Al (administrative regulations), 571 (government incervention), 2]
E 2K foreign investment) 5] AE7} EEHNUTE FF &7 (government effectiveness),
A2 Alregulatory qualicy) o] F 7HA] I F& AR AFY R 1Y 5HE Yot
25 oe Az 2 5 ok

A WA (rule of law) L yete] WA AxH AA7E Ao ZHO =
g dtdste AEEA AT Yo AR vlde Y3 P2 RE aRHY
A3 el otA4-g 7bAE 4 glojok sk EE ¥ oo WA FHY BAEAM
AR} AL3le] wAA gl ZAHEE sof drie AL 7R AR
WA FAE0 FA4stn 58 AW disid e B oA FA FPHojoptt
ole WA - AEF FA7t drhd FHo JdertE vk ARG & Uk
o] A EEZ 243ty UMM = A 74| S (enforceability of contracts), M| 3] T FF
(extent of tax evasion), AP = @A (independence of the judiciary), & FFo] tjdt
2+A) (concern with level of crime), A% (black market), ¥ F4E(law and order) 5 2|
287t F45AG. AAA o] FA(control of corruption)E AFSle] gHAS 9l
= zZule] Rujo] thdt 912 (perception of corruption)?] A EZA ole]gt Fuje] A
B8 B 394 A4S BA T 1% + AEAE b ¥+ A
Agolt). Ee FuAo] $ake] FA slol Fusolo} Shed FHHL An
o AFEE 58 VxdE Ao, A, AE R FEI} o|AEd BHE %
e AREdA APA e J2 7Hed Aol Holok stk WA (rle of law), 73
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9] 2 (control of corruption) ©] F 71X A FE W} AT R F/14 8L
ol £ F e ARUE 332>,

<E 3 Yxdel xiE -

HAAE

9 2 A
FA A} (governance W & (Source/Institution)
Index)
Al W civil  libertiey?t XA 7 E(political
AlR1S  lrights) $& 43 AR
Folol | HAH ¥ (political risk index): 1
P4 [A A B (political rights): 2
(voice AV el Hcivil liberties): 2
B & W2 B¢ A(democratic accountabilicy): 5
o] |accountability) | 71919} 27 HE 'Y E(business have voice to
(citizen express): 9
participation)] 7 X} &
AT | BRY THoly o= HAAH A, He
FEZ8 U Zg 5o A% IUES AAG A o . )
(political | AL W T AE l,' Busmess' Environment
stability | X $)3 E(domestic political risk): 6 Risk Intelligence
/ no violence)
AR AuZo] OE ANSE BRAY A | > Frecdom House
(quality of bureaucracy)d R & A E .
BEAH 2D E(Bureaucratic delays): 1 3. Gallup Inceroarional
oo -
, |27d sd 4. Heritage Foundation
A8 (competence of public sector personnel): 8 / 'Wall Seret Journal
Y | AFEAEY 3
(government |(wasteful government expenditure): 8 . . .
g 3 effectiveness) | BHEA] a7 5. Political Risk Service
(government mcjn;st ;’:j Espent with bureaucracy): 8 6. Standard and Poor's
policy) (percent who believe the government is efficient): 3 DRI McGraw-Hill
Ha A9 Hbureaucratic quality): 5
AP Gt SAAS] ma g seA o Ve Bk
TAe A (gile AR .
(regulacory | 8} A 77 Al (administracive regulations): 8 8. World Economic Forum
quality) |77} )(government intervention): 4 .
9} -8 2K foreign investment): 4 Zlm world SB usiness )
44 AEH A7} Gkt 2 sol Q= ste| urveyWBS
wYse AE
At 7} A E(enforceability of contracts); 1
L] LBl Z M) 8] 3] 4= F(extent of tax evasion): 8
. (rule of law) [AFH ¥ = YAl(independence of the judiciary): 8
A= W diF BA(oncen with level of
(law & crime): 39HA] Ablack marker): 4
institution) B F4%(law and order): 5
TR BN G wan g Fus 2ol o 94
(control of (perception of corruption) *] ¥
corruption)

*Z3] : Kaufmann, et, a2002)°] AL&§ A F F Y.
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V. 8¢ AREAT 274 vl g4

FlA =oH WA A 2HE A 2AHE HYon §HY AL
Fal A4 AR B4 5o 4FH PHOR YA A4S AF e aelm
B2 5L FH WA b 2 MLEHES QAR

1. Bol™ QX2 M (Confirmatory Factor Analysis)

26 AH2E AARAE 94T dule A AR, dd 98
BAE oln] o202 G YA QAR 5o AFH vl ofa) T}
B AxE AEsEd oj& ¥} o] ZFo A= LISREL(Joreskog and Sorbom, 1988)&
o] &3 o1& ¢)a}E-4 o] SPSS(Statistical Package for Social Sciences)E ©]-83to] &
AbE T2A A FAskE JAE g 7] H8) AHedh

A del o 94 HFEHFTS A A8 1dA, 297, AR
g BA8 Bk A AGAAE st QAR BE A5 Al Hojst
A, AAH A FEH, FAFAFY, A A, »A, Fele) FA7L 5
e 2k (F1)ghs 7HA st #4& AAIBAT JA) el AW Fojet d
A4, BAA MR H FEEHog A AR dte Akt AR aAA, A
ol 4, x|, 7o FAZ 7Y AFAHolgE e F AY AR 7
e} Atk 7Hg el £4& AABAT 30AE BE A9 AR o
ok M4, AXH kg FEHog pAE AYadete JdAHF)Y ARE
B4, Al A2 P49 ARAHolge ARKE), el WA, FHo FA=
T4 8 ¥ ARgde dAE)EE 7Y st 248 AT <24 3>
Ao A AAEA 2ot

<38 3> X2 Holy XY 28

-

13,

tn
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23} Foi 489 AT (goodness-of-fie) & FAHSE g 74| Wye] Stk

Flojats BAle HEHLR HEY FrolEg HE Fof Rt =§ jt
otz BAE BE #HE W47} vhi el AR ¥ (multivariate normal distribution) ©]
1 BAMo| v &t I F P g 7MY st ATt Bt E FA ol
olg]g FANOR QF Flo|AF0L 1 FA7F & AS e A agu F
g A ¥ AEEE JEdde HdAM AR A2 Fduh AREe
ko) Hlasteo] slojaty FAAIE @A WolAE BE FREH WIE §
3 m¥F g AYEE FAAL F 3UtHLong, 1988).

Fholas e g Afes B o FHsty vt £Xo vlu A 484 3l
S(robust) A Eolth. AYPEE o o3 AFse HF Y FHFY Adid 27]
g Uelle Afolth AR 2HE AfE, & 248 AYEd ¢ digtez
Bentler2} Bonett(1980)= ¥ 53tel HTE A H(normed fit index: NF)E A1 3.31c}

<HE O FJH AF=HF A 3974 E¥ol M A AL RHErh
& HA Mdol ARIY oot A, AAH AR FEYHor #AE AW
Ao g A ARFIAY, A9 A2 FEE ARAYolEE A 1gn
YA, B FAE 74 € E - AxgE AR 5 A AY QA2 FAEH
ek o] ZeMe FAE Al /M JAAZ B AT HuBA S AAg

<E 4> gx|o N YUz dS

) _ . B&3}

ERMode) | A @) | ol )| HRECGH | ir;(m) 1-NFI
19 & 9 8.44 945 985 015
29 7 6.74 955 988 012
32 A 6 1.29 991 998 .002

2. gxle| JIizt vl MEA

@A) 7R MR Ad BeH g ATAHEE A uslt

71 1. BA 719 ¥ X (relation~based governance)oll Yz}¥H ofAlo} F7b= FE
719k @ X (rule-based governance)o] YZt3 MR} HA FFo] @
2 Aol

6) FtolAs, A¥E AR, 2AH HYPE A, AFE FHYAR F LSRELA A &4
3 AME HAE(1994) 8 F=
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7R 1-1 - BAZIE FA o Q2 ofAlo} Ik AR FA o A A
AFEG AR 50| ¥g Hojch

7Hd 12 - BAZNE G o JGAE obro} Fuhe A7 FAo| e Al
ARG AFAY F30] *& Aot

7Hd 13 t} A7 gA o Q2 oprlot =vke AN FAjel JA4E A

FEG Y AR FE0] W Aot

r)l

7Hd 12 AT 449 UdEES U A% ol BE YE] o]Foid
A% /A7 YA F7tEG *d?ﬂ:“v%%l ZAolgke JHdRA feEj Aol 414
A AFY PF& AFH PF € wFTAH dART LA AFHY Fojr] W&
o]t
744 201908 FNEAS (GNI per capita)o] W& 271 1909 FHEAE0
¥ %7}514 A Zol %E Aol

AR FEol e dolt}.

7 221 1907 FFLF) FE 7k 119 FRFLT] £& 7t
AR 7ol ®E Aon

7P 2301909 FRUFAFO] RE =7k 197 AFaT] ¥ VMG
HAR gl WE Aol

7Hd 2% 1917 SRIFAS0] W I7ke URE F - FAFo2A, AT
FARZIE HR 9 F -3 F7Ee] BANE FA F 01 29| Pefrf wA
FA A7t gk 7Hdelt). o= A 7|uE A I & =] U= Frirt FdE] A
A5 Bkg 7H 4 9l dIF IW A5%E Fobx|7] gio|t).

A9} ofAjo} F7L - AAE - Ve THETHY BAE dotr ] Y ofAlobE
7 1A= 3 AR=7F 20705 28l 7|Es vt 180 0t 5 F 4970 SbE ol
o2 HHFEA(ANOVA)E HASIATHE 53%). A8z A 2720 57

7) o] 2ME WA 4978 F71E o AR YA T2Y S IR 2 5
at7] 8l A EA (custer analysis) S AASHH L) b HEo) ofg FRR *—H A
S HEg BEIgA AL g, B doE 67k g4 HEY ZHAEL thA
EE3E AP (Zoscore) 2 AFAA EHEAN S AAEAY 28 7} 27184 67t
A FA FHo AoIM o] FAM Gsimilarity)of] e} WA AL 2 Folrer 2
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Ao 2 fou|g AolE BTk
HEE AAZEL FAAFE 5 R et o, ofrjot F7t¢ 7lets

& AAZ7EG B FEFTE el dREe HAAFEL A o
A A NE} B YFoz detn dE ol X & o]RojA 1 Yok
oqul2 A4 5 Sl

HAAH o2 HR ofAlo} 117 F7he] HAAE HAL 62.62 o]H, A 1074 =
7ke] A$-ollE 9100 22 7€} 187) Z7HEL 6374 ok AWF Al of
3 P ofAlop Z7h ZEpEvME wat @ AER B2 xol§ Holx §l
ok @29 B9 69.052 obrlol ZrtES HFEU 2F ¥ FAE HoAWT
AAZ7ERY AR e & 7 Uk

AEle) el AP AREARA, WX, FHe] A FRAAM HAX7HEH
ofAjo} = 7L, 7IE}E7), g vlwE BEg W obF B A} e A
A FAA oy} 7|EbZ 7} ofA|o} FtEC] FRE o FA wHto] vtk gt
Ag Gz LY Evn AZch dH Y X (rle of law)ol] HE FFHFE
HEaEE NAZEL 922002 ¥ 73 2831 AL 59 AYY S0 & A
v g0} gltka A4 = glon, olo ¥taj ofrlo} Z7HET JetFItES MY
Adjoll hg HEAFr7t AXF7MEY AeET A4 32 AL & 771 Y
t}. o] gnlz ol Z7lolA Wi}t Al=rt & vidEo] A goE uE B 5
qle}. o123 YAANEE ZAZ s AZs] BE FHVIN A F AlPshe= A
AZ7HEL A X E A3t ofAlof 7kt Z|Ebm 7 Hlo] FA A
o} FxHQ Aol thjA $-¥A4-E AYX o £ ¢ A

e Y FHo] Aujdts ARBIAY Kol B ol (AL BA 7| FA
o] Z7tEAM PR 9 AE F YA FEAA OhE MAFE v|&] S HIEHF
E el o} o) gt WFEN e Aoy o] dupy R FFE F
I 9EA g F e 454 498 vepdia o} a8 SHAE A
37 98] E4XEZ Hucher$} Shah(1998)9] Ao A 2] H(governance quality

AgA77] 8 B A7olME ASAH T3 3Hhierarchical clustering) 71 7HE-dl
Ward W& AMESFATHAR & Clark,1984). AHAH o2 FHENE A WYY 35 &
Z2AEL 7MY $EHo2 FoFE A 2 58 ARk ¥ & AFIME
DW= 2 1 (Dendrogram)el] & AFAte] @y, gda QAMEE<Q BAHEY
(ANOVA)3} Scheffe®] ThEH 97 Z(multiple range tests) AE 71X 2 319 3709 +
A& =&39ch
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index)& AHE-3td EAM3 AAE FAA FodT AR FABH U

<E 5> ofAlop 27} MAR . J|E}27lEe HAEN P}
AAAE 0~100%) | ofAlo} | A= |/G=7t] A

Ll

(governance Index) GGG NG ) B F’
o A = 7} HlE | 20705 | 184 | 49
ARl 3o

.. L 59.73 90.20 66.30 74.60 724 14.38
(citizen participation)

A9 Heis A4
(voice & accountability)

RAH A% TES

57.25 92.00 69.70 76.00 713 18.16

(political sability / no violence) 62.22 88.36 62.87 73.13 67.5 8.42
s
Ca 7“_ 6544 | 9060 | 6354 | 7500 | 65.05 14.54
(government policy)
] H A
8% Eo4 6700 | 9173 | 6300 | 7562 | 684 18.62
(government effectiveness)
Al o Al
A é, 63.90 89.40 64.11 74.40 61.7 10.53
(regulatory quality)
H i 2“_5, 6270 | 92.14 | 6140 | 7424 69.7 16.72
(law & institution)
4R 65.80 92.20 60.20 74.52 70.2 15.82
(rule of law)
B [*) =
el %Z“. 5956 | 9208 | 6261 | 73.96 69.2 16.61
(control of corruption)
¥ X|(governance) 62.62 91.00 63.74 74.60 69.05 16.65
* a0l .05

S IAFZTNEANE(GNI per capita) T} Fx|9}o] WFEA AT}o|tHE 6).
9= 9] dAdF7tAolm ARG R F AF $40007] 7, $50007) 7, $5000 ©f
Aoz o] 9] #AE BASY HA dAdFTRFALE $40007] o]
F7he 147] 27k eH, $50007 9] =7t 470 57, 8500000489 F7bE 310
=7t

AAH o2 AJAFFRFAEY A 7HA] AFE BAHLE Fond zlo]&
Atk dAGIUAF] 2 Uyl MREA TF o] BAME oA e
HAA R BAANE 9 ¥& PEAF7E Utk A7 F o] R A
A5 dEd A& F Atk AAE FE 3 2 Fr glor ddGFNAEHY
YRz #AVE EAGTE AFH 234E el i
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<H 6> YAYZAHLF(GNI per Capita)Zt B x| 2te| HEEH

o 3 g1 g% ddg
—~1000
BAAE 0-10%) | gugas | qusss | qugas | a4 oo o
(governance Inde) | ¢ gooom)ah|($ 50007)%h|($ 5000014 F
e 14703 4703 Y EE U
Almlo] X 31 o) A
129 Feish A4 56.20 70.47 85.66 76.00 | 77.3 | 14.50
(voice & accountability)
AAA RS 75
(political stability / no 47.50 67.20 85.46 73.13 | 67.5 |21.24
violence)
[ LA
A E‘L}‘é 54.75 60.80 86.95 75.62 | 68.4 |28.28
(government effectiveness)
o] &
Al é 50.98 69.15 85.62 74.38 | 61.7 {21.40
(regulatory quality)
{2
(edle of law) 50.74 63.07 86.73 74.52 | 70.2 [ 22.45
Bl o
Foe A 4851 67.28 86.30 73.96 | 69.2 | 25.42
(control of corruption)
¥ 2] (governance) 51.45 55.12 86.12 74.60 | 69.05 | 22.21
* a<.05
V.3 9

vloks 2 M A 3H(globalization)?] A& AlAZA o HAFaA, B ’gi}i’—l
g pxel wn Y AA%E FALEE AU 255 2T
B7h o, gHos e FAdA FAEid, Hgd 7= e 7H <, Z\J\_,
AW, 27k A9 F5 Wojdth o] AAZE FutHE RAHA oz A
Ado] =4 ¥Yx|(global governance)olth. A FAjges AL AAAE7} &
e, Qe gioly Ar12EF S EEE & 5 YL AT A &
Z WA (rule of law), BEZIN £ FHA FRE AT £ FA(control of
corruption), 9] 4] (accountability), 18}3 5 &H I} (government effectiveness) S-S
FAF AU Fusks A THE A BT =4 TUT vFAY
oz BAHY ARVAE vdel BAG & UES WAE oA BA A

S}, Jlgdolt ARE WEa, WA ANYE FH 2o 1 ojw FHoE
aojd WHoZ ogA £FHE AU/ s Ae] FAY AR tFET &
A =g BAC P E g FAZE AL FaIh

r2.

Fl
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Krugman(1998)& FobAlote] 91718 i AH2F(crony capitalism) Btoleh 3
Ttk & FolAlel AAY BAL AR, VI, 23] W #AE e B
718k gxghe Holth 19500 o] FRH F&aA AR d5 € 429 4
S BAV X md2 A gt 0|52 o IR <t AL 7
o gt 2 Eol 9ste A&HQ EHE A

AR 28g e L8 ngoy 71E B sgen FAe st
Aol =S 4ot olelF @I YE BAI| AFolME “o(hand-
shake)” 2 HHEE v 2AH, AQH, oy 59 € 454 59 § ol M=
7ol WA BAFAY ol AE BA ¥ £ dle ABESE Boled, 59
JE& AN Fx|oE v Jde A A AR T AW S0
AA7ZF AEsttit S 2o} sFTAE WodtA Bok A &9 A
A Ak Bole olg W Foin ¥ 5 Stk

garo] 298 AuEH 2L YR B9 wAsHAE AV FA9 A
3gta B 4 A ol&ul BAVwE Ao Ity T & F Slok E=F AHF
U 713l 329 BE dd o} 84, A4, 4 5 MAA Feh #A 9
o] B ZAA B4 FA0E ABAAIL FHAGH Al B EH S Vdis
2 B & Aol

ol MMRA Fxel| B B E=Eo| Y AwFolud 1 g F @0l vkt
ohoJid 2 BAY ez Q) o239 FuAe] ool AVHE F
). o]H @ P dolu} 1 o]Bo] SASHA € wiAd] dE ML Yt
2 o HAT ojw oA o]& Hstkel wat 1 U4 AL o
F3ittn & ¢ gtk

et g2 Adol AUe I oS EH R osjdtd Ad
9 AL Y F Utk £F 0|29 FuAAME 7|9 & F & Aotk

zage g4 A JA AEE LI P FAH AAEA
(confirmatory factor analysis) 2 8] x| AdY FAUA g &I A¥=H
Z A7 394 2¥o] 7bg Hge Ao yehgth F YA side] ARl FHd
o} AAA, AN AT FEH oz TAH ARIFAgE A AR A,
A Az FAE ARAHolge AL, aga WA, B FAE 74
W AzehE A 59 A A AR FAHY dde Aot

o] ZNE HAPE AZPHol Jztetd FAE A Mo AAR B, HFE
A E5g 59 ¥A9 7t 7 HlaREAg HAIF A oprlet H7- AT .7
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g HEe EA0Z #ould o8 HAT old@ ATAI} AMete
AR el FA7NE YA Adats A 2L DAL YAE A9
e opAlol 7oy 7lg F7kRol Wal o B& YAE eon ¥ 4 o

SPAlol 27h- MAF - 718 2bE o) WAEA AT R FAlg o]
A B2e opAol, HAZ, |8 Y Hs R £A8 BT Yot E
dQuUELED YAskel W BAIA BE FFE FAS Foluh FAY
AN FELO|N YAUELS0]) A AT 2e S0 ol2EE U
AFITUAE LHY vlH ook AY EF £+AE YT A ol
A2E ol @A @ FHo YA AR AFE A4S Jepin
AT} o A7) BAE Te Wl NAE ARBAE GRAE LAAAY, =
A3 8 YAANEE BEao] YATL ARATY F& 138 Sol n)AE o
g BASE 45T 7127 € £ Ug Aol
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Abstract
Comparative Analysis of the Concept of Governance among Nations

Chang-Hyeon Choi

Just as much arcicles on governance has been published until now, so many diversities
exist in the concepts and perspectives of governance. Due to these diversities in the
concepts and perspectives of governance, questions on the robustness in the formation of
theory on governance can be raised. We could reduce the confusions in governance concept
if we were able to understand the diversities and multidimensionality in governance
concept. First of all, this paper takes a look at various concepts and diverse views on
national level of governance. Researches on governance so far have been restricted to those
of definitions and theories without attempting to operationalize the concept of governance.
In this paper operationalization of governance concept is introduced.

Utilizing the six operationalized governance indicators, component factors of governance
are tested by confirmatory factor analysis. The test result of confirmatory factor analysis
indicated that the 3-factor model is the most appropriate one. In other words the concept
of governance is made up of such three factors as citizen participation, government policy,
and law and institution.

In this research comparative ANOVA analysis among nations are performed, assuming
that governance is composed of three factors based on the confirmatory factor analysis. The
results of the analysis show that there is a statistically significant difference among Asian
nations, developed countries and other nation cluster. The policy implications of the
research results are that developed countries with rule-based governance are better than

other clusters with relation~based governance in terms of governance.

[Key words : governance, relation-based governance, rule-based governance, governance

indicators]



