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96 3r=rAls] el #1241 A|235(2002)

19949 $-23lo] Blese] AFEAT 19953 WTO Azle] 9e, 7129
GATT A7t £2344 27} Bebdal T20E A= AN, Au) 2z, =
A, AR Hob 5 ole] dodoA B Ag3e dustn AR 18y
olo] 4 @7 28 Waz 449 & de Ro] FARAAAY A E,
7 ZANE B4 47 BAE AR Bilo] | FAstm 2RHOE u)
FQTHe Aolth. GATTe] £A4a 71717} 7t 27le] ARA S Qg ek gl
7198 A7) (consensus-based system) YT FTHE, WTO2] A& ARAL wlA)
dm =AH EANAs T B oEete 4Ee APEA A7 (adjdicative
sstem)2} 8 5 9Tk TR Bl L o) B A BAE AL A3 =
o % 2

R4 71 7ol Aakn of 717el Byl SRFE Fo AL o
A2 A Bkel el Adslel A Abw ksl gEe AtE seke
O BANAAL $3E o 9A 43T = AT AW &

£ (transaction cost theory) @} A = 5=2] o] £ (institutionalist theory) 2] 3 o] 4] ©

of Fal bzt gt

Eal 7 #n] & 73 A & (transaction cost economics) S, 7] 2
= 884 o] Y (efficiency gain) ©] 543 A =9 =

L, 0 Sl A3 AR ek 29 A B 4

S

selm E&4 FUskse PHoR 15 BAT 253

ah= gl 3
o] 729 W4 94 dEAA ke Aot o2 #AjolA Aeu] & BAT
e ANAS B £ wFo AERZTH JAHAm) S} 2o et B3 9

_/TI
A u) & A et AdTE A 2 o) & F AlA| =39 (neo-institutionalism ) 2]
ol AHAQ JeFs vt FAAE A et A=} npR7A 2 34
T7bEo] 28] #AE Bty E&A 02 A 5] 3 Ftoln, FA A =2
2 %

e 2AA 59 9N A5 FBAGAN WY A §S Aot



Aefu)gol &, AAEFe] 283 Awe] W 97

' e g A3gdEte Aot a2y A EFeo] &8 IAA R 753} o
A olaigtony, AAdA SHste T2 8hE A (formalized) 3
314 (centralized) A9} AP E A= Z57H8 A 7] 7+ (supra-national
organization) of] thall FiE8] AR Kot= IAIE BAYT ol e dAE F
B3] delM, B BA] T S8 23ete FAAR] Aol o
&5 FES olallste Aol BastH, Aefu| &l v a7t of¥A A=
AA 7154 2hEd & 2 erte godd davt i

o] Zo|A] Bole ZAA TS} 27 AEargo] Aolat BrAo] 2esle] S
e 7l 9L FF 9 AA (rule-making), TFE 2] F5o
(monitoring) . -4 2] 312 (dispute settlement) , 213} (enforcement) @] V] 7}A] & TEE
o 0]6]]6]—_1_%]- gl ol7|A 7z ojof 8 AL zhzhe] &L J=gidld] 3l
ZAAEE 1 A 33} (centralization) 2} 9] 214 ( delegauon o] FroA ZYe HAat
=3 HO#TF_ lom, olYg AAte viE AH| &S Hastela A& S
stetel e =719l 18 E wgske Aolgte Aolth Ao Wl AA] o]
Fegdol digh 7l adte] SHolA olsfE = e uh, AS5AEe] SAH HE
(frequency), &S 2H-8-ol Fofste =7k UIEHJ S A-go ek oS 5ol
shte] A=A E2HEH T2 Axd 2 ol e Fag W4t "o

A ] &o] 83 A =Fofol e XA =9 7|Zdt, o] A= A F
AAA ] EAAATIA S HSE 2 AFA AR AuE Aot 7tEe] &
S FAE B, oFF TEYHI e AU S 5HCE e GATTY EAs)2
] ) [e)
|

ruﬂ

P

l‘l

AZHE 28 WA P 5L AL EHo2 s WIOe| 2432
ZIA R ol@sA | oW, uiE R A Aqpl S Folu L&A= Al
aA 7|zt st dEld 717 F5H ZEetar v %9%9] At 2o H]q}
o= oha 90 Fushe ks 4 Bl 7
o] Bt} BRstdss 7|9 GATT A2 7|A
(adjustment) & 53] 94 WA Hralo] B AL 22135}
o FANA7IAE A o) AR d&= 3D 5 g =l 80dtE A
o) GATT ®4a) 2714l 972 BAgo] Azteh] wg s

FAAA ] A 5, 53] AN E S AT A=A S5 A 2edE 4

ofN
=
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=
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2
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98 3r=rAls]Ehel A)24 A|235(2002)

u\l

FopAl S0t} $-F3to] ks Gl =7ks0] WTO Atstel] 2l 27
7] (compulsory adjudicative body) 2 714 8}7] 2 FolalAlE dlel|=, olelgt AgjH]
Soll et nef7t F4 F7] 7hed shuE AR sl

o] & v&d 22 oA E AAEY. the Aol An S At 94
A YES AU B o] AAEF AR o] 2| ojE gL nHEs}E
HEs) Huz gvt olgd RS S ol Ao ATl 2] o
Al A7 S AFe dde Az e AWEE wirka dertet
obed @ =99 e FAWke A3 & 5 & Aot gmo R #1312,
%zﬂﬂh/l ATt FEE ol = e

7Is& skl AAstauat vk 3 A=
A 21zcg1r QAA 9] AolE 1 EE| £ Aol ¥
2 GATTelX WTO=S| 2A4s)d7]4le] Wats, £4sid2] 7
A, FAHCE A & Aot

2. Adiu & AAET} AAEF] FAA x| o] 2

UM A Aol Aehu]§ BATHE AA =T sA A o] 2o I}
QFE 71AG 2y A7 FES e FAFX| o] 2o vl
3 A A o2 Agu] Lo 2& Welson, 1 Ad} An]gol &
A BA2) A — 43 A9 (decentralized) 1 F (exchange) o] TZZHE 97|
(hierarchical) 9] (authority) ©] F-2=2°] ¥W3}5 ojg 7 AWad AV — =
stk Aol Agn]gel &2 AFA] 22 (Coase, 1937)5 9 3] AH(firm) 9}
2e AR xAH ol EAskH 3|ALe] F2(firm structure) & A17¢9] LA (market
structure) 2} OB A T2V} ke #A1E A7|E T AAFA Bl SAe 2 AT
st 3 §IAA F2E B 159 #AE A Sehe 7t 28 Wlo] &
BAQL Aol A o @712 Alokel mls| ARt H| &S SA= 5 7] Wit
A53tE B4 % (governing authority) ©] &3} 2170 EHsE A5 A8

Ae, A &S Hastsle = gelA At ofa) 712d s dydndes A

2

Heo otk

1o,
off L %
o>

2

> 9

ro

oE N



o},

TR0 AT oY 2 Aeu] &l B BAA, ALSA, FAA gHor 1A
& M9 deghon, o84 F4 JA| vhdstA S gkt 1 7 53
Tag o]B2A Hom AN Fo|, A& Aol FIFES TEHHL
A& 2272 BAE ke Aol stttk 1A = (risk) o &2
A (uncertainty) @] F-A| (Knight 1965), % 1. Y (shirking information) 2] 4] (Alchian

and Demsetz 1792), -+ 7}e3+ At (appropriable quasi-rent) 2] 4| (Klein, Crawford,
and Alchian 1978) , 2}t e A3} E-9FH A 2] (asset specificity and incomplete contract) 2]
A (Williamson 1985, 1989) , =74 uv] &3} 7+A] /%] 3 H] £ 2] (measurement cost and
policing/enforcement cost) 2] A (North 1990), 12|11 w/dH] &3} <J3FgH] &
(bargaining cost and influence cost) 2] FA| (Milgrom and Roberts 1990) 50| 7 #jH]&-2]
T3l g theFg Ae] AFjEol}

W TR A, A, BAA AR} A S ol wAk s E71el

A 3 Rolehd, AR /%% 244 54 94 1 AR} GRL P A
del Sell uel Tt vtel gloh. aelw ARE A4, 4, WA 98
A 93 vlgo] 2uH7] e, FeIH AAGES ool Bl 24
She olofuh u] -2 wwstel Ao AH FelE AP B Aol A

E0], A% BAREZRY] HFo] mlf- =51 5o FAA dig RS A7
7b & 21 AtS FXANNE F A HAAY ARA =2 FE AGL
(information repository) — | 2F F7}Fe] 3 A P} 2o Ok A EE A-Fs)
= — 9 22 Aol & Ut o]H o] uiE FAH Y 1Y FFo a3 VA E
A H23QI (law merchant) 2] < 8Fo] ] T} (Milgrom, North, and Weingast 1990) . S}A] gt
W e 3 W7t Srketar Aleke] SRS Akl Eed o] AEs
2 0, A wAsE ARzt o o4 HEE FU42
Folon Ho F3stE 1 A4 Ads 7Rl A=A S0l a7dd

AehH & ZA o] TR 522 AU B3} olo] 235k Aol E A
o el SaEIse AR A o) oA AAEFE @ 25l Ay
Al, & U5 (cheating) & $A| (detection) 331 7HA] (monitoring) SH= &

B
g DY, wa A9 Y% A BAS(decentralized) E 3 ¥4 A9



100 g=rAbs]2tel 21249 #1255 (2002)

(informal) 27 TEE 71 ALE BT F2 ol Tl A0 FPAG
o AFE A9sh AL AL ARG 9] AL FABAS
54 (goveming) S A=) ThalAlE BAE 7)1 0l4 @on], mep] @A

AGA FAH AR ) FE] FPets vk FEn A% 2e 4 e
A ARaA Raks @42 Bt
S915pe] BAIS 4A7) %S she AlE] BE AEG B2E 2719 A

o7} )ikt 9IE o 24 B3 AdA oz ase) I =zt BAE A
& 99l Aol RAG RN G| 7P mEsEd o),
o] Qe vh(prisoner’s dilemma)” & WA1H o] £5S AFAA H5] Deve]
S4e g 79 geld A7t AR ¥12 8 8 (ub-optimal) B F}E
e 3RS Agetn D2RE Yol PEE Based vk A5 e
v 38 -£U5E AEE 18 24 @A AR U3 dugel S5 o
@ el e uie] Fele olejo] YgelE RTsm vEH o AdHE -
NN FHol sbseteln A Bgol Ao Bag, 1 olfE At

U & (defection) S BrA| 8t A1 7HA A3 (tme horizon) <

k 4
A A FO 2N A5 HE(ttfor-tat) o] 719 HHE A AZ = 7] W
Y

o B
o
fr
e
Ay

(¢

ol =
ol & Ha9 2ent A&elA 2E2H e IAAET, A5l tigh F R
TR A, wdE Fdete €F9 A A Al (monitoring system) o] | & B o] A
95z 48 $YeE FAMLE QAo AURI IR Jue P58
4 A48 3 A4 24FxE #E HaUt gle Ao® UFHAE Aot

(Keohane 1984, Oye 1986, Axelrod and Keohane 1986, Lipson 1993) .

o) AAEFoE Ay & AAste] A o E AFH 0w Fogon
W 9% FRAATT & 5 ok olH@ el ARAY FFE 717 Ao] wl

294 Al 2k (incomplete contract) ©] 2" 3} "3 43 H] -8 (bargaining cost) ©] 2" o]t} Y
e —’E(Vvllhamson 1989)2 Aleke] GARAZF E wlgfe] FeE EEa}
= g o Quoka Arxska, webA wjefe o)
990 Badstn F9A. o|dd BAAHL
dlogzE=, nlge] 2 gt o =2 &7} (unforeseen contingencies), &
U3

235 ZHstE AdS FHlsta st = AW =L HE, A =

>~
=
2L
=2
)
£
N
o
=
FXE

=
L
& Wxs
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Agu]gol &, WA= a2la A= ¥s} 101

o] Qe A% AYe7] @A B ddojsl AAF @A, a3 vl
Polol Ut Fuel #% 58 F 5 Urk Yelgee e Ak 2ol
AA AAAFe] A ol BE THE slagoRH BRA A% 3L

LI bl
g 5 vk Both & Alcke A6l E o2 ZYW Fake] WA
=

& )

o] BEAHG S FHS A 5 ARl vidgtozy sl EA|7F Ry
il A-55EH A2 Aokl MAZEY v &S &9 & ke Aol

E4A Alko| B9 dNA FHE RE AP A A5 ool AF5Howm
£ v o %] =1 (Garrett 1992, Garrett and Weingast 1993, Gruber 2000), ©] &2 78 = 71<]
YA E A E BAZ F e FsE ddd IS 7= FAAEY 5
e, BEH AlgolEs A&ste AW 4 dvka Btk IUEke] ek
FTdHHo] AR 7] vl =

a2
P Akl BAZ TR 9ol U

[}

o

A A FAE A S AU,
s

o YA 52 7 24 A AAE -Gt o] 2Fd| HEe dake 9
ok Aol Wk &4 B4o] G & Aok, F FohE0] 25 FA ke
Qg T AR Geka 1 FAAE Ao Leslel BAE o
Aste Aol FAIgHA 3 (open-ended negotiation) & WHE-5h= Aol HIs| 7 2fH] &
2 Aokl 2 4 Gtk Aolth TR (Gruber 2000) o] & 5H L AU E
AA =S 27712 =A) A| &= (supra-national institution) 2+ 73 SFHA | =714 A=

AL A =7t eI @<t K A %A (information clearing house) 2]
&2 HolM, H Y A, AR 13 fE, 2R i A2 Jadol of

=
T HEF 990N AdE 7eE sdsk & 2dE A9 72 (governing
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o 58 Fart dvtn % a9 Fd mEY, SAARE @42 98
o] & AAFet 274 (focal point) & Al FFF2M Fe] vl &5 Fol53 TAl, &
o] Azt 7k E BAA vE2 FTHIAFE B dvke Aot 4
R8s FAAES] 9 53] Ax9 7184 &2 Ae 27 849 B
A, Fagh g2 o] wistel AAE g oA, aela Aol Azter Bald
AH}E zefate Ao 53 a8 onE Adnt.

e o] 24 WA ® Epsta A== oHs] 4T AR E v F
st e, 23S FART A go| o] A e 24 A 71Qlgth
& Aolth, A4 MdL vl§ =Eata EY R AMEE L glon, o)t
T2 Aehu] 82 AAA = W F3}(categorization) ¥ 2] XF A FEA 5H&
A 8] s Ao A o2 AMEE = A ake] gith ol & <l dAo] A &S
SAeta A 87 Az FARAE FAF R Bt A vl g Alg
2 kel fIAth oA (Dixic 1996, p. 35) 0] A A g vpA ] "Aen]| &2 Tdde &
Mo & AlFshs Zlo] ofye} o]d A B MY RYS A she &g
Madd E2 A sted ME3d Aol olgd ZAH S FEI] A=
golgh Aefu] 8o A 1ol Fgote AR S Boh dAs Wt
Zart otk & 543 FAA 7 7713 BAA Fdehs a8 Jdo] F
A7HE 7102 st AES F3S T A2, T3 44| JES Fadhe
HWalo] glojA a1 AFEe} fdxe] A met Alxe] A4S AlEser
olg3t A= EAJo] AYH| &S Zolu EEAS FTUATIEE B9 g
A= 1@E Fart e Aot

Anulgol AdA BHEAS FHe] e A 83 BAE A
FAA s 244 s—@—% Z3ee Zlo] Roluth Fasithn 24U o

o —
Zol4 Bele FbEd HEAES FHAY, 44, BANE, 299 7 vA =
1



Ar] ol &, AR =T a2)a Al=e] ¥s}k 103

o 7P WA e A dAlA, S7FE2 Feke] W83 7 (substantive
rule) 7} o}-&-8] o] F¢] 7z @A o)A whebof & AA}H T+ (procedural rule) & v}

gk, ek o gigk o7t o] oA A Eo] npEEH, 371EL A
Wol ks Az F5sta dervke S'%OJ%P—E— Ao dAR oleiA Ht
e Al gupdel st SRke] BAHAY £ o|9A71E el st
ARete] st w7t AN AGA R oot e, 2 E] ¥
Azke Aol FoE Tt Eoto] o] FojAE AL dF o I viATe
Z I7HeS o] gFzelu 24wyl 23E HAste de dAlE 7
ot

7R G e A8 Lﬂ oA — T A,
o, $ee A =S 2 Fd 4d3 71%3_ %é‘._‘li Apdstet 5= 9tk of
=0l FAA L GA MM Az JE2 £
FolshA vh2H, =gk Z4zte] Aol f1dE Ao F=
HAo He, 2Aste] 53 AFe el 9A] ] vE el gl 94
o] Aefr] gl 83} HHAA AstAd, 7z DA A Frtel s A 8o 44
F frgol 27| wzel A &S Hastelr] A Az 543 2 225}
B2 Al DeAA B Felth ) od gk WFst AYs e dde =4

1) 714 gt=A] AFgof & AL, qAA=7 PP HstE] = A A A (international
system) 9} A u]go] Zo] MAS & WA A Al (domestic market system) 7} -2 Q1
2pol & AU Yvke AME S dlojA s tathe Heolrh, b o R SUiAl S A,
AR A Fol v Al e 10191 Tt APEAR mEE Fa EgA BAE R /AE 4 9
th o]dAQl JTE ¢ ATz o2 Aoz JFstd A4 24 (A&
Eo] At Ze)e 14 ==

Al 2R = ARG A8 7bsg digte|th o] gk w2 74
AAAANA Z747E A A= i

Ay} g JAE zE 2571 A= 14
Aes FAs = v & AHl &S

i<k
¥ ﬁZ‘Xﬂ@J 71 3 A 7e3 %}E\ié}oq, e 01 E’i%& 7ol A
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!

A=E ZSH A A (exclusive) ©] 3L g7 §lo] (exhaustive) ZHetet 4= A slErhe A
oltt, FAANEE 1 75 FHLE FEste A9 E v Fad die, 4
7152 AT ol A=) 2pHA, 53] Ao JFH AL HEelA Ho
A AAEAAE A-s] 22 F A & Fohe Aol 5 fEle A HFt
A=A AP ERE ofe} g W &ox ] AeA] AP JA] AR E F e
Aolth, o & Eof, 5T FAAZ L £ Al AE Ao FH 7Tl e
7

= =
Foll%, 2 Az AL 7Y & Aol T4 (providing office) o] W 7N
A 7] 7 (arbitrative body) , T trolr} 2393 F35
AV 27 7] - (adjudicative body) ©f] ©] 271744 nj
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22 A EAete gAAEE @M AR U 7R V1B E bl @
7R wEbA 0 2 fshs A2 ofyth. 53] UNeju WIOAHH, B2 2
Tde] Festa THE o|frE ThFEE AT A 24 Bt 8o
w3 A ek EA A Vs e

A 71578 A% FFatka,
TABA L Fold DAl 2&dhe VTS THLRE ARE FEshe AL, Al

w3t A es] =yl o A9l "Ask] A LFe o'd ¥ (ideal
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=
=3] old| A %3 =T & (harmonized

coordination) &) 4333 A ATHA, TS A G E AU F2 T

Ao FAAZE BFAQ] HelE AR St FolA] AwERo], WTO A A slal|A] 9] &
A A7A e M7t RE dwe 28 WS AU A3 JEeE 2312
£ 2ozt s



AR ol &, AAE=Fe] a2l a Al=e] s} 105

< WEAN) A8 ALe BAH FAL "otk o] HPelA 7 Fr1Ee g
(bargaining power)©] T o] W83} @S FAste AP 247 Db T}
& 22729 FUS Aggomm LAYskE H| & (sovereignty cost) o] Lt A ol A]
PR BulE gule] dia) ul$- Dzsly] wEel, 72l Aol Bd® 2l

Fat AE FAA = S AY B AB3AE 53 Ul e (representative) 3
7;i*é F=2 A FHFZAQ B EHA (veto power) = H-A-3FAL e}, whebA
FAARE AN5e ddetE FAAEE B 2o dA4} EAGE
(decentralized) JAFAZR o] F2E 71A|= Ao] LHbxolt},

19

fr

gt F2e] AR DA A FAA =7 GRels e Toelzte FH
ggke el g2 S A Yste XA (faclitator) 241 2] J&olz}t AT 7
71EAQ ALl Al FHAY S A% o] F& ATt HHFS Fts
Sl gjEt). 3 2L volrt, A4 A7k A S (preference) o] thEk B B E A
Zalm AN HolUr = _T,:_glr_’,:‘—;— 2%t 7l A} (honest broker) 2 7] 5 & 4=
k. ofHz} zijoldo] A M3t u} o], AAR FAAA EAlE GApAT]
A7 gogol wal @2de] B8 (bargaining cost) & FoIFE E37E Ak (Abbott and
Snidal 1998) . TFH ] AA <] o] s} Fdele B AZA9 e olaltt

A% 2} (agenda-setter) 24 o] &olt}, ] 7] EA &2 2t T7EA T4
o7 Ao ZH Aol Z7H (focal point) & A FslF 1 AAo} AgE vld
8l F= Aot Ao &0l glo] AAA Als|okets /gl B, ofAlth

ARAZAN AZ7} 7153 Ao FAre] n| &L A3 FAE 5 9

afelE Ereta F7HE S SAA R ot AFe] Ves Fojsted =
3 ZA AL AAS A3HS Jtslual dtheE AMA S e A e otHET &

Fajo] o= WA HA L, IR AAA FAT e AN 2
GATT 23} 349 oHIti2 AASHE S8} Blald s Luht A%

of fE7tE s HolET YA BeA AL 99 med B
SIFE PARE BARAE, 4 FHES AN T4 ol BA
A Selete] Mg 2349 HEE By S gl U A
o] Zol7l7E o], BEL o5l ZAHolof sh=A], A% 91918] (commitee
oA FAHelo} $A, 22 oW FAIZE o= Aol o] £ E

R

o
ot 2 )y 30
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ox

g
—

o M _124, —l}l'
e,
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106 g=rAbs]2el 21249 #1255 (2002)

Exolof st=AlE 2As] s dAE AbS AR oF Frk(Croome 1995,
Stewart 1996) . --F3to] 2h2= YPAo] dalde oplth AAatzA o] GATTS]
o gho] duht H okt Aol erks =2l Bt

nEF e TR 9] A A (legislative system) 9= 2] ZA|H X o A=
THAG ] 7%5S HJAA (representative) W2 0.2 A A vt 7] ol 9]t

37 A9 /e ﬁ%, A A A G FAA ke e of FulA Aol gk o
ol & Foltt, AR ddste] T4 7| FEe] IHE dEE
Hol= AL olntn %%gd@mwmummjnw1:_W°&Awm;ﬁﬂﬂ
(Garrett 1992, Burley and Mattli 1993, Moravesik 1998, Sweet and Brunell 1998) . 7§18 3] €1
EE25H =914 AYE M 8919 3] (Commission) %‘%ﬂﬂ(European
Parliament) , 4% 2] %2 (European Court of Justice) = 22} 112 9] A% 7} #ed sl
A4 4s FPart. 57T AL =] diEE FE FAAFY TF
71791 7} 7 8] 2] (Council of Ministers) 7} 19873 -3 T 3}3 4 (Single Furopean Act)
olgf & LA (unanimity) A A 7+ T2 Al (Weighted Majority Voting) 2 3}
-l Z M7 FoARA HEAS FAX st to]d w2l oAt
AR7NAE SR =M, FHAAR T FEE e Agke] 2= A7
o AA=HASTE Jnl gt

Ko

Aol

2) ZAl(monitoring) 2t #AE ME2| 7|5

FAAEE B4 75 A E 1 B EHE o84 A A7 93

o 7} Z7bse] Ackslwolu @ o2 REle] A B (detect) 3t Lo T

AUE AFAFE AL, pARY Yol IR D fAHE ° o) Fasn
1 5 Sk e V)5S @Eshe Al Hlwste], HAe] Ve s HHee
= TAAEE Aoz APk AYat 2] H]-8(establishment and maintenance
cost)©] B AOR ZFFEoIgn, 2A P £ B £ A4S ASAHE
fez a4 @t F9Ac Ao oldslolgnt
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=7k FLste] o] FolA M IAAEE 24 7= E%ﬁ(reeord repositoryM
2 B 9] A2} (information transmitter) 241 0] o &Mk-S- e et= Zolth s =7}
7F Aol el et HRE FRE Axel MEsty FAAE £ S
7kl 77k 9l Wit HHE FFIh?

ol¢h= 2, FAAEIL AAe Ve Hih sEAola HPAer FPT
Ack FEo HFH FFe] Aol NE FrtA FAAER )=
Are a7 dides JuE AFstes 278 3o
| A3 598 Ay A5 WA= do o] ddte A §4°1%
o g AFHARAH 1 A3to) we} 2+ F7he] % F(reputation) ©] &
o] SRt E gt} oY g 554 4TS s ﬁoﬁﬁ%
£ Ad 2AF27L destn, A4 A, A&7 i 949
glojok gttt H7tEo] 9] 7S EHAR FAAER YUt
| of 2 FEAI HEEH S Folu FEo] TP A
e @elA Alte] o 34 712 A&-3r)

T8 A 7 EA) % (Trade Policy Review Mechanism: TPRM) &=
ofgA A EY] HA7Ise] Beh JFstE 1 fdd Ao JPHEertE
4 BoFa ok, TPRME 1989d §-F3to] 2e=o] 27] 74/ 7 (early
harvest) 7HE&E] SR =Q® Ao 2A, 7} ke R Y-S 2d R 6d9]
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HAoR HEsta 1 ARE Badshe oltt oy Axe] Fd HAe, 7
sjgae] 79 A HePo] WIOHR 2 Fa7bsaA & A Esta ol dig

o

o
s 2N FAo =55 Asetr] 93 Aol
F7HES ALY T A gl Fa gk wste]l g disf fRAeR EiﬁlM
g o RE Au o] HiE FHHE= TPRMS 53] BE Z/Ed A A48 B
nHEh AR HAFH FEel AE=7Ee] o wet Ak F3714

MPA 1 FAA HRE AT
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2o o] HY GATTA A ¢} vlwate], TPRML B} A AE whale] 7hA]7]
58 HolFE Aolgt & § Ut} 714 (Keesing 1998, p.4) 2] A AAH 43 744],
ME=7te] ¥ste]s #do tigh ARAR FEE A7) 94 v o] FFIH,
aefek RO Fhe vtAA FAAAVE ERA ol A A AEatr] Al
7‘411]]7(4 o7 .JJ 3} 7)-1011—4_.

3) 29| si1Z (dispute settlement)} A=l Mol 7=

g Floto|Bo] HFE el 47 qeS seMn 25 @

- 3
= ¢ty A}t FAAEE Feky gn)E sjAsta o2 FAA AH
i e -

o A&t BAE st Aatet B Agdoan FANE Agn
< 29F F v 24 AA7E 771 olsfe] FEE vl e, £

BAN AT BAste] TAA TS FEEts 15S 1 A YA A
2} %70 (mediation), %7 (arbitration), AP %4 (adjudication) 502
A e 7P BaskE e B drAR, 07T 249 BA
g olme HAd APE 2 Stk B Fa9 s Y Ee PARE
ol 43 A FA7)T

= s Aty
2 ?ﬂﬁﬂ% Ase 2470 A8 B, 3449 WA 7178 7

FA7TE w58 40 deA Woly EsAe] A2 Ageln £
Aol ek W ejv Filolehs Fz ajde] tiks A= gt &
t s e e Ju 4, BY, FA2 A4

A AR FA 71Tl 0131:} A2 A9

i)

°,
2,
o,
)
)
o
e
ko
ol
o
_EL
ML

3) Tkt delo] B A Al #A3 A= Hopmann(1996), Yarbrough and Yarbrough
(1997), Schneider(1999), Keohane, Moravesik, and Slaughter (2000) 5-& Zz2g A.
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4) Alsiin} niad =

(il

MEze| 7=

FAFAQ] SAAA AN Fefe AAlsts HaA| 752 IA7ITl 79 9
gow, AAs] JE w7he] Al &l Zlolvh. WA R FF o}y
3 e e JaArTe o IHFAAZAA Zobd £ gled, FEA
AA, Z7PF H4ste =2, & 2EE APHAR Sol EAE ot The e
Aotk wle] FHapxelA 2] uke s ezt 2|7t ofye} )
Qo] AghS AT F7ke] JA7IFE B AL AET olgke 2
AR A, =] A gute] tigk AW g rG eFE FE I G
Abre] oA o] FolA W | FSHEC] fFolopd R IAALE A FE S T
A st 718 Seo] Hr}. EAstE Ao T2 (decentralized enforcement structure)
© TWAA Y FEEE FAEAY 1fe 5], AlA F-(world government)
7h FAsta JpE =7 SRR FAToR EAlske ¢, 1 718 AL WSt
w]7] ol Zolvt. £AstE A9 FRAA FAA LT FEsheE 75
o] A oltt, Aok EAH AR o NYFoEA B AT F3
UARE, AAAR & 1 AA = A AE T Eofl 93| o] FoiZith,
el 7152 #Aste] /HHA 73A (individual enforcement) ©] 2] 2} 3]
) (collective enforcement) ©] WM& 83 F g7} vk J3A AAE, 54 =7}
of T 9fte] ] RE FolmEo] FEY BES Jethe HodlA ks
s Aeld # vk Aol Aok 2y ol g W& AL AV A
w717k o &, 1 ol fire & =7 ARl Al mix = Flee] A we uhet Ad
of tal ol Bj=g Holw, AH3 £ Ao 79
Ag ®ol7] 7] Wiielth, gk JFA e s7RE &
B3 AE R oS ¥y] A9, mebd 7S JEH AAE Adete
] v &5 A o]t}
GATTel|A] WTOZ 9] o|do| = &3sta, da} A2 715 Ao Wty
| ekskom, -] /N 7tel o8 B@stE WA oz o] FojFit, E3] et
=, A Agle w9 AALe IdE FAH L e otk 24 FaE Y
T 7pRko] (A7)l Syl Yatete]) BAAE aFAY BES 7t AR E A

rlo

o

FU
il

l-J

N



Agu]gol &, A= a2la A= Ws} 111

drh. GATT AA A 9} npztzkx] 2 WTO A\ Aol A = A A (sanction) ©] 713 3
72 A (punishment) BT} = B A (compensation) 2] A4 A o] 738ttt WTOA =
9 A dade il A Yo Byl A9E Ao, 4
2 o] o FolA B8 EoE Holeh & 4 9hTh(Schwaresand Sykes 2001)
AR5 e B TANEE FIQRAA 2 ] TS TR 5 2
H Ajeai
2wk 1 A%

(

[e]
. T

vy

k)

2} 2 (European Court of Justice) & 1 AR 2+ 3 2] 7|AE 7IAA] &

A4 sd=71Ee Sy JAAAE Sl AAY S 7HAA A 7
7S] SHHAANA 7 AR A dA o7 H74Fo] 29 (supreme
status) & 7HAE A OR WolEAZIth AN B e ol#fd Fod
Ao 75, FHATe] 7Y 2% (teaty) o] 7]wbol] ©@<dk = A7)
(international organization) 2] A& Hlou giAH oz AH FX9 Fx
(governing structure) & 2¥&F Z=77}% 7] 7-(supra-national organization) 2 ©]3J 3} )

& HolFe Aot

3. GATToNA WTOZ: 39]ol] 7]¥kst 17| 7% (consensus-
based arbitration) o] A 7} A& el 4 7]+ (compulsory
adjudication) 2] ¥ 3}

AP H] g 73 A & (economization) 2] A A GATTo|A WTO=RS| EA3)47]
Ao olg L A Bt GATT AAZFE WTO AA =] gk s, "3
of 719kt AAZHE o] 719k AR 22 W3} (Jackson 1997) F2 "8}
(conciliation) 2 5-E] A} &} (adjudicative) B E-A &) A & A 2] A3} (Vermulst and
Driessen 1995) & Th¥gk Aol Slo] itk GATTS} Hlm g of WTO9| 4312
ZNA7F A e 71 8% 542 39 4 (consensus) W2 o A 2R A
(compulsory) 2] 0. & o]gfolg} & Holty & 7|Eo] £AL] A=l 7HA st
H] £ (blockage) & WA o =M, Bl Ao AT A4 A€, 221 1
< o1& Zlo|tt. Abbott¥} Snidalo] =] §A|3}te] 7]
EAdeE AANAY 754, dEA, 919489 3 AdoA F8] 1 WHH

H 3ol 254 (automaticity

~



112 =pabs]2e 21249 #2%(2002)

7rat WA & (hard law) 2] EAS HolFE= Aog 512t (Abbott and Snidal 2000) . H
A GATT B A7|A S A B4 HE teke] Au B, WTO02] 43|
A7|A 7} o] ok oA AdA o m i S-S AYEA HES H7|= sl

1) GATT =dsHZ7[H|

Ql Wisks: AT 19473 HEx2 GATT AA|7F 5743
Mt v RleFller, 1 olfre dibH o R0 HAQ
3] QA Ao R BAHE AR HFHUY] wFolth, BAGARRE
(conciliation) ¢} %7 (adjustment) & Z3f 4]
o] 7] wAMAS FH Bt FAA

BAE = g, GATT7E 247 #-dste] gidele 9 oA
5 — J 279 (reciprocity), =21 TH

discrimination) — & 2}Q15t3L &gt wAo] o] FORAEE A Yat= o A
Farell gt = 4 (providing good office) & F3l BAF=ZEe] AN A S 3
ate 2ol GATTY] g&e|glom, A3ake] HY2 F3] o efAolirta & + 3l

. 2719 GATTAA = 71 A3} 3L (decentralized) ZRAQ1 FAA W4
¢ 27 (mediation) & §%-& HoFt}h staltt,

ol ArAH 2RAL FdHonE Ay TAHYD FA TSI F
(International Trade Organization) 7} @A 3l¥] 2] &gk B % IAARE 2= 74
e T S AR EAE] Tl glo] sdE 5 UAND GA] AT
AR A ] EFAolA 7IQ1sHE vF Atk Z719] GATT AA = 23709 Z71Ewh
og FAHAL FAFIEAM AFF Bdstd vif FEAQ ol AAE
7 dFe] F99 2E 7174 59
o Wxle FFHE A AdAd 3ol
Ao FrE ofe A E AU U olH g A, H]E GATT
Aol BAEAS 91 71A7E EAE = @ovt, HA 2 (confrontation) & &

3|4 Btk 5} (conciliation) & FelA £ al dste= Aol U AaH AT

f
fols
L
o9
4
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1960412 A 70 o] o] 2= St GATT 943 4o 2 ¥t 9l
¥ 3% (Buropean Community, EC) & T o] /I %7} ©9] 2417} of
Gd3 A E GATTY Fodgon EC 3)|d=27te] A4S GATTE AX A
$3l AAH o2 AHJT v Fa3g fste & ARASE A A=
ol A GATTel| FoAstA =tk Holth. AAA 213} ZAAH el 7]
}8ko] Aolat Al o] 691 GATT AA o]dAo] < AgHPee o
18 Mgy A=) 253 B4 71832 on|dteh, 70t
TG F 79 286 AAsA ==, 2 AR HBA G

2o 930 WaHd I So] Zrl7t ZHE0] RS o Bl
4 EA

=9 9] A e HEF

at & oL

)

o

2
i
(S
_>,i

o,
o
&
J
)
o
o
o
1o
)
N
2
&

ste 977t = 5t @QFM )L, —Exgsﬂéé‘}@l rﬂ?‘{} ?f"—‘l A m]H] 8}
o, g B39 A A e WA HatelA FEs] s lA] ek
ANA, F7HEE GATTS BANAVIAE AF402 488 F71E5 A9 32X
Fatdd Bleltt,
GATT EA=iA71AE 1979 FA" (19794 1, @], B4 2 A0 e
7% The 1979 Understanding Regarding Notification, Consultation, Dispute Settlement and
Surveillance) & A&} gt 2H L3 WS HolA ®r} 79 714 (79 Reform) o] 2k

wele o] @42, 1 et H7ks Aleld AAA R ol 54 4 A
dHG HelES FHste RN, WA 22g Asste Aot HEvtER
T84

sdel Axsh 2 SPAAE FAGT 2 AAfo] hesle A7k Tlol
Eam% xawa% 72 5ol 1 39 Wgelth ol @ A=A Yol (e
AT, GATTE ©]ALS] (Council: 7+ 22 T
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TAE Ayl E B4 A= st dds AXE AT 2H
129 T4 Fo2 Aejujzst =it
A A AdE A Axe] N of&E] o] AV FA L= (1973-
1979) AA FAHJ =, 7 ee=e BdA e EAE tE F de €
Ao WeA WIrE ATk oy AaH W&A Wit Ade, 17tE
o] GATT AAE Fstd A4z EA4S 2T 5715 ATz GATT
o] FANA7IAE 7= AZIZE HATh o] A17] GATTe| Al&d &4
o] s2abe oA A7l Hls) A 4uf o] Frkom (A A 13.28]), I A3}
2 53 A s d2 oAl AnbAl dlde] H Yt
o|#] gt Mglo| = B13lm GATTY BASA7AE 3] &
FHE AU UAT. 7P A Al 2 B Babaol side
A7 9] A9 (adoption) T F8 AAE A (blockage) A1 2+ =
dAti= Aotk FdolAd WA I3 dus, GATTe B 27+
(Dispute Settlement Body) 2 7]%53l duk o]Alg]oA] wUdx 2 Aed vt &
= W3 e, Gt oA sl AaETHE 2ET BE Sk dER T
= 7] wfZel], g EvhE 77l oul et 2k 5
£ Aot} #& vEHItE e T2 A AAE 5 EAYAAS A
1714 2 A g8l (stalemate) of] BEA] A] : gt
< Ad w=3 ECEe] EA40lA 53] F=a A7 Utk
T sl BAMCR A" = 9le AL GATT AAstd 4olat 44
42}7F A Elo] EAleta o] 53kl YAVE EH Rl oW EAAEAE w
Z2AR/N7PE 2 AA & Az BAA Atk AHolvh. =i ehEoA =50d
FE A 28] (Code System) & Z7}50] Aelx oz 7]
Z2A F=dA FEE A o7t Aoz A
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o5 TR FEHAA TVHEIUE BAME E F A HE Jge® <
3 kol thaf =idel A W=7 2
xeothes A, B3 EAlste GATTY] Ht=e Al

o
:&:
méi
_>4H
o
>
fof
oX,
o,
o
o>,
19
)
&
rg
)
r {
S
o,
>~
>,

o

= p
B S AT P RS — 591 A4 A, A FAE
5-% A43 ThE & goe o], 4 TE — 59 d=A 9L sk v
o] AAlel dRFolE P stehe A =171 HAT. A 3013 (Section 301) ©]

2 ALsA 2= AR 773 3012 (Super 301), S 3012 (Special 301) 7} Ko
F=ol, vl 2459 (fair rade) o] S E T Aeks = SHF A 2 =71l
el GATTe] $late Fas e niE-g 718 oats £939] 3%l ®
ol& FEAT APYPt o tirkre] GATT FF=5olA slo] n=e] Aol
AR PAe A FAAA L = 279 RS At
obd + A

WTO¢] 54 A7 GATTe] £ 27 4= w5241l
binding arbitrative body) 9k AL A& Aldtha & ¢ 3ot Hl= S¥ A< dd
o] A A (remedy) ol 3 AP W F 7= AR, o2
o2 7 A A (non-compulsory) oIt &, =7be2 A A7l

rir
o,

N

N

*
M
>

N
N

=4

28 9= WA YL Fa+S 9oldt Aol oYt e Bolzk=o] KT} A
| A 3 A A 7= Asrd A, delo] 7utet B A A= 1 A 9 T
A wEY Sl QT ol @ BA-EAEA ) AT 24 (lockage)
Aol BE GATT AA whore] gt ,]x% B o _cHzg g%‘% o B
Az FE

Ql

6) AA 301z F o] 9] sfAete] #a|A= Bayard and Elliot(1994), Silverman(1996), = %-7)
(2001) 55 =g 3.

7) A 3012 B 1 A<kl AR AN B2l ol N E SAE Afold] 94
o7} o] FolA|A] ¢ka gitt. ME19bE] (Bhagwat 1990)= 1 #44 SHE xstn sl
W), =9 (Hudec 1990) # Abo] 22~ (Sykes 1992)= YA 3t 344 SWe] A T3t

o
o
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2) WTO2| =HsiZ7|A|

7hil &3 e WTOe BAe 277 =g HrkshdA "WTO9| 3=

2 A GAVY 2 FEE FolE F gle 1= E Z&AQ FAsA ] vAY
< UEAJTY 2 F7F T (Cameron and Campbell, 1998 p. 19) . GATTl| th 3k 44
] S28 AT o Fope] FuA AT APee 9 @A — U] GATT
S} WIO8| 944 & B23b7]e ST — A28 WIO ¥4dd8ael 35e

ZAANA AE 71 A Fo 3 AL, HE AA AL EAT 5 9= o]
AHoE EAHA ARE AW AZE WA A=Y @Y o FYsn et
(Hudec, 1993 p.3), 22 THe GATTS} ¥l maje] WTOe] Eala| 2 4lo] AU ¥
7149l AU e T BoAelrl? WTOe| 2l aua e vl F4eln gel
719 GATT RS20l A se EAHE ol9A FHalnr )2
ROUTkE F8% WHE, 2 F/bk Y Y 4 AdelAe] AvAS
& AT Ha7 a4 (Appellte Body) o 4 7 A7 7
2717h AR 7] 7 ejection) 371 2 ALl e @ AEH o A
oz 3t} = HAL GATT AA|NAe &3 2] A9 (adoption) =
1142 X (consensus) 7} 25 ek, WTO A Aol M= 932 7]12+S 938
275 e AR vl ol o|A& ARPELA|e] 93 (reversed
consensus rule) ©] 2 S|, 2R Sl =7 2 AP S 714 @7t 9l
< gerathel Ada gade Bge AAA guldq 1 AA HFAI)
4322 AgaE A0, e Ae AL} Al B
2 g3l BAANATIAE PHIAT)E AL o} FozM, WIO 24812
7IA o] A S FEAT

20,
ar e &
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rir
X
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il
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ﬂ—t— Alﬁ% Odaﬂohﬂ xﬂ?‘f&%}—t— 21% THE Zlo|th, WTO9| ¥
S 7R H7HEE w71E5) 7 tidE Tl 39 (Consultation) &
A& = =], o] ZHE sid AX| (60d olul), T A (6714 ol
3L o), (Fa7F A& 2%) Faie A, Fad I (Fa Ao zre 90

oluf), FA3| 477 (Dispute Settlement Body) ol 41 2] & F =

)
>
S
e
o
=
el
o,
1o
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©] g} (implementation) (% Fejel] e el 713k A%, At oz 1570€ o), &
g JolPA] B X HA3} A (o] wEAV|ZEE 302 F) 5 T4
AIZHEE T2 o]2e A I tigk AlZF S (dme frame) o] AESHA T H
dutA o7 AT HF QgL ddo] AXH FEFE 1do] X

o

Zoltt.
e As AR sta gt} olgfg AZHA Agte] Kate A AE A} A
dele S o Bop A& 3y 2 a1 [ 7bsA sk Aot

AR, WTOE thesiA #4td B3 AAES 9dd A4z g2 533
=2 I R s olul A A- e} 7+

v} 9 5o] GATT A]7]o] GATTe] =
Z(Code) A Ao EAN A2 A = TF TES 7|2 o, 1 AA7 5713t
A Aol Hurk. wety EAsEdAE te] 39 J?ﬂr?ﬂ% et 1
AAE £8¢] ste Ao T8
Aol A B8 T3 AR B =, 1 o= WTO g@o] 7129 GATT
AR o] A duk FFEoF o|9o= A& A4k F-oF(TRIPs: Agreement on
Trade-Related Intellectual Property Rights), A]H] 2 F-0}(GATS: General Agreement on
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abstract

Transaction Cost, Institutions, and Institutional Change
— From GATT to the WTO

Don Moon

In the “transaction costs economics” field, efficiency gains produced by reducing
transaction costs have been the key element in explaining the emergence, transformation
or demise of institutions. Neo-institutionalism, which is heavily dependent on the
transaction cost theory, has contended that the establishment and change of international
institutions are fundamentally determined by rational states’ efficiency considerations for
economizing transaction costs. We can categorize international institutions on the basis of
their major functions, corresponding to the subsequent stages of state interactions: rule-
making, monitoring, dispute settlement, and enforcement. At each stage, the mechanism
that institutions perform each function varies considerably in the degrees of centralization
and delegation.

Transaction cost theory and neo-institutionalism provide theoretical backgrounds for
understanding the historical changes of dispute settlement mechanisms in the
international trading system. The GATT dispute settlement mechanism had gradually
developed from mediation to non-binding arbitration, both of which had the
characteristics of the consensus-based voluntary system. On the other hand, the WTO

dispute settlement system are equipped with centralized organizational structures and

*Post-Doctoral position at the University of Chicago. Assistant Professor at Florida Adantic University
(from August 2003). His major interest areas are international political economy, international
organization (centering on global/regional economic organizations), international law and legaliztion. His
thesis is “Governing the Court: Political Economy of the WTO Dispute Settlement System.” He can be
contracted by donmoon@uchigago.edu or by phone 031-706-4404
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delegated authorites, which represents the characteristics of the compulsory adjudicative
system. As the amount of trade and the number of trade participants have increased, and
the issues of conflicts have become more complicated and broadened, the consensus-based
GATT system could not work properly in resolving disputes. By eliminating veto power
of the member states, unifying the conflicting mechanisms under the single dispute
settlement system, and prohibiting the exercise of unilateral measures, states expect to
reduce dispute settlement costs and to acquire efficiency gains under the WTO dispute

settlement system.



