= X(R43H W1 D)

JRBEA AT T B
=45} A

.M

0. =29 =3

o 22 e At 859
V. FA 3 g o7 8Y
V. Y22 X0l 2} 2HA
VI 20

< o

B Folof] SlojA ARAgA ol B A7 A 7 A o] #F3}
t} o= AR EA] g U NG A7t e dEilA, B ATE
o] kst A E3t5 of thd e A7) thE BRI ORI Aol d Ak
A o Z2H T3 S 7] oY) WEolth AFARA AT o)H%
UL L o8 EHE st ol XA o3, BANY dsie] d4Uo)
e F e 843 B89y v

B AT7AAME 71&] B3t 8 Q7S #ey S XY ge R
apgste] 2 w3 e] A7t ol RA AFE AL, 2§37 Xl FHeln, 1
T oA Wk oA E Aoz, EXAYUA AR = FRAEA
A7) 23 FAY & GAst At @ o9 A VjES FEE AT B
o] 435 dAs o} Hrt 7y FY FHIo] o]Fo A w, FRBFA| AT o]
3 - @A g o] Al Zold e AFT.

[(FAo 224, FF-A5A, 327
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¢ A jetm Ale Setojst g st @
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I.A4 4

Atglgete] o8 SHE FoboflA L8 e FAA & ABEAF §oiE
ISR ol ek € EH AN AE5D AEEol HAE A
g PAtste AMAAE g7 E gL 22 ulsEN S HEUE
3u, 4B ERNE AD ZAYHE D713, A AL A AR
£ 7}8)71 7] £ $ch(Lane, 1993; Albrow, 1970). o] Z& |9 tjIdAd L A
Fape) sHE A Ral7 golge] 7Y RO BN, FHUCTE REA AF
o ~dEPS AN B, 02 FRoL AT AT FAYT AA
A& A8t 29 0] Hof gtiGortner, et. al, 1987: 5-6).

#HEA Y ATE Y EEoF Wl AvtA dAH S 37 o B
8 Folef JAME FEA EE AFAEA ] #F A7 AAL A A

o) Bt ol ARAEA e RHEAA NG H Y7} e el
A, #E Aol AuhatAl F3tH o] thgd A4S 747 O E #M o
F3gold MG AWS WHezAN A7 AJAYA FHHES 27 o
H7) Aok AR ARA AT oY@ v YR o] 2 THe 2
st dl 2 A @3, 3PANHY Ao F ol 43 FHES L Qv

B AdporaE 7|& 239 #H AFES A F IR dEsiA

7t B3 AT B A *]%Q%LL, 528 % o7k FAeld, 1 F
AdojgA Wt t=AE FYTOEH, 1%*‘371] H A A= A7 BEA
AT EA AL S Q‘ﬂ%}il} g} o) o} g 7] £ FEE AT B
Fol 4z AAH By #3 A3 Aol o] Fojd o, AR AEA AT
SEE R PEECEEE FEPLEE R EL SR 2

. =99 23

Y8 woto] Yol BEA B ARBEA ATE 1S bR O
SO IATL ATAES FTEH BH A2 E 2 o F Y &
3 2o0] o]o]A] 1 gl thH(Rockman, 1992; Denhardt, 1993 : 13-14; Rosenbloom,

1983). shb= AR BEAE AT WY SXS ADATE 3ZHAZ
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=
o g
n
rd
-t
lo,
re
-
Sfm
oX,

1. 3@ 28

#2) Z(managerial) #H S AFAEA AT TZ2H Y 24
2] A x)(administrative apparatus) & F ¢ A7 A0 2 A=tk #alF #H 9
o] = B3] 73 % 2|(bureaucratic organization) 9] Aol W& HH =
ol 2xAL X YRR ) 27 Eo] A xF A EAH& U
1 91 7] wjFo]tiRosenbloom & Kravchuk, 2005: 143).

A A7 719 AWAH o2 1947) & =Y AHE] 82 Weber 7} A
A} 8t o]\ d B (ideal type) T g 4] o] 2o A 2ti=TiHeady, 1992: 394). 19 ¥
BA o] Ao BF o) Eo TAZ A, AujF H T A
Dol o Mo BFaA s Rg Aviste I A A g Al
7] 23tk Webers A uo] A4S Fojsts o] Afetn 31, o1& A
% A(traditional) B9, 78l A v}F(charismatic) 39, 3 A-32 A (legal-
rational) ¥ $] 9] A} 7}A] & F¥-31 9 tH(Kramer, 1981: 83-85).

Weberel] 3t A5 AN Y 72 FAZRH U e e &5
o JAG Foln, ole T AYA A} At T ol A & W Ee]
AAR 2 YA &7) ol Hh At AvtE A= FFAEY @41 & o]
Jd 4 Qs Ftel At AE Y 2AAA L 23 Yo AHE
71 2% A A A o), o] 2 & AAA A} A st AR 22 S XAt e]
ASEA S T2EHA BB A3 g =7] dot

Weber= A1 89 AZA =018 153 433 9593 39 44
7} AtE 9] B E %22 3t¥ #5(organized action) & A ¥ja oL, oA

M E Bt kA Ho MM E Wate] AEAQ Ty A-gel A AHAA o
Qzhat z&o] @ @G Botrh FHA-BH A A= AF S g &
gRoz td FHEN EUE EAAZA, o] JAT FF+ A4S B
g AAR L & JMsd o g &7 W A 4 v Aol
A

Weber7} A|A S o] @8 BB AL olgd HA-Fa A A 2A®
Aol EE F 239 AFolth A AAAA L THHA AL 5|
e BAS GA 7] Y FaEo] B9 dA Y 7] WEol, T
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559 74}%4&74]7}
d 3F A (technical and legal
Aol o7k oA, A
AS W AVES THAOZ A0, U B
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=
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ok
e
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31_5
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o
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rir
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O o

A

Mool Do
2
l
o

ot oX K
2o mo by

o2 of oy MM
off ox
o
)
2
(i,
L oy e

o & W

4

x8

a2 o M
E o
A/
rE
ol
=1
i
2

off!

[
a3
o
R
2

¥ 1o
A T
v
ok

Jf o 1o o
o K
o %

it
= lom 5) X Fe oAzt A FF
§ 718 4 sloh+= A o] ti(Hughes, 1994: 33;
Blau & Meyer, 1987, 77174, 1997: 315).

Weber= #2847} oHE 3 H Hg n=d Ve ek
BAZ A3 AAlo] GAitE & Ao Evsittn Bty OE
S FolN EX FTFE N UARAERES FAE & A= =
Aol Ao B AEE AR Ao AL of A& ofn}
9] (dilettantism) A Q1 7 E o2}l 3} 5 tWeber, 1947: 333-337).
Webere] o] 38 s A+ 2229 7|2 AXZ gotstn
S @AA7E o A FEILH, HAZ o] FH #EAY Tr"}
& Ad 23 5o] A3 DAY A A S O]IL?J‘:}” olzjgt &
& 8}o] Parsons(1960: 2)+= “HuUhAL3] Q) 7} F8% 724 EF L

2 Y& 754 84, 3) 741 Aol 312
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1) 23 o33L 54 A o5 Z2 o gd 348 g slskAY BAbshe
A3 TZ(intellectual construct) @]t} W&ol shi o] ol d & B AS] A+ T §
AA AN 22 i 90 S 2F A& 2AS] P 1, B 2o drit &
2RAXE v T e AV E F AS ““OlﬁKKramer 1981: 83).
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ZEYE YR 2HEo] FEHAA EATTE

A AAY Fx4 o]l #5239 S4& | #AZ, P
Fopl AT o] ¥y #aA Kdo] #eld B Y Aol F¢ol U
(Johnston, 1993). 27]¢] AFEL & - AP FAHAESY e 79 3t
FYPPA S BAH 02 {FAlstthe IubA A ) 2(generic approach) &
HspwAl, ol dg BEAY 2A o By ¢
(Gulick, 1937; Willoughby, 1927).

a3y 2047] TS o AEARY o)dy BaAle FA HiL
g oz RFH AR e AH Ao APEE Y &
Nes gFEAY W7 ©x) ok AAHA E A (routine problems)E- &l A 3}
= dle a8 AA T Bt IR g 7] AYALE Aldiol= F2 stvt
= Q) Al o] gtz 7] wjFo] ti(Bennis, 1966; 1967; Hartwig, 1990: 211).

wetA B A7 EC] A SWE Ad 2F 0] A AAAA =
Bl BHE Pse AES B lvhlane, 1993:52). TA Ao o5 &
7= TEY dF OM 71918 FAF Yok T2, AFAYA dE )
2 24 3ty G E e ol A A A, AFAV 2 FE Y
AfFUA o)A A=, ALo]l st A B T HEAY S AA
gojx ol e g5 AT zN, A gadds s
8] o F-& A7) 39 tiGouldner, 1954; Merton, 1968).
st o] Azbe M=ol dE BuA Y 7w el A FREHA
3t AL 2o vt A8 AHHA g golats AT A7)
Rk dAY AFAL et SEHoE HEHAY, B4 de
7} F5EGA7A] # sk Rehs on| &2 ops A A, A3 Eel 44
AAZL BHSHE 84 5L o]Ed #54 42 59 Fgolge
71 o] ti(Hughes, 1994; 46).?
g o] 22 REEE Bt i H Ao AL, ke A7)
w3l g IS0 A Ao E FAHEA BFH 2 Y &

ol e} & o

+ 2y

Yo Bz

&

Fl

J,rsh_.diﬂﬂﬂ

2) A AA Y B2 2HEL Ve JFE RFA] X3 AR ESY EA, A Fojn
olg] A& & o &, T4 & A& HAY A Al sk ABHAAI (83 A7) =3
o &, e te] A AF, Yol SA A ¢ sk Aol dhgh v A FH
7 22 v sAAU 53 & 23] o] Bol =2tk ¢k (Rosenbloom &
Kravchuk, 2005: 147)



YRUSR A7 £ WY SHI HF 7

Ae &3 o F4HA Hvh 8748 Foko A Hummel(1987: 219-220)2
& 3 & 5 A|(Public Bureaucracy) S & A A =(control institutions) & 753}
A

o
pa)

ol A RTHE A g OE T, EERGE S, F g Afun
19t 58 2 $AHEHAE FE B ES HEY D &gtk 2= F
#EA M o] AHEE, AT AL AoKsuperego) S, HH o] T3 =,
Z](management) 7} 24 & 27 QA BT STh ok BE A e of
H

-

offt
k3

2 % g Jg ool

L BA B PR BEA AT Weber 9ol = 1947 % 75 5t 2)

aret € gl vl 58 Wilsono] A Al HA-87 o] A&l M
A=k Wilsone B2 ol Abslof] A d A 9] Hag W= stn

2, BAL YAZFEH FHHA 719X} 2 sE D 9o &
3t of o= FFS H H th(Stillman, 1991: 107; Hughes, 1994: 33).

29 ol A- B ol AR L AN MR HEH FAR, AFA T
29, 2903 AYFFACE AL olojX & 057 A9l A chain
of democratic authority) $} 3} 32 ¥ =3 2](top-down democracy) & 7% 3%}

o Wilson& AARYE T3 FEASEZHH FY& L& IAUAE 3

=
of ety ¥ gtt}. 18y AP FAES AAJNER
THACE FAS AYstdE B, Ao A A AP gon, A
A2 A EFY GAHEAS Y AVNOZRE A H Foj

Btk oA Wilson2 AR EAE AQTHLE
AAzZA dAT A7 AAe] wet JPH RS 5

Stk 271 $EY S AFHE F24 Uy 72U A7

fr
2
Loox
=
50
rlr
q

(Redford, 1969; Hughes, 1994: 218).

Wilson2 F 224 Fe 249 AH-ASA g BAs e, F3
AL DEE R E L EERE MES T EEE-E RSP
ol#7t AR AHA VL 5HH A A7 AEH P UA 5

3) Denhardt(1981) & 25 & HABYS A% v ¢ T 0187 2w 744
£ W8 4733 A7) Aol S5 ES A - 2HFE olo} dhrky X4 sk
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7% 3} TH Yates, 1982). 719] o] 2] 3t g o wtE v 5 9] PAHNEH LS 3 A 9
ATt QA 712 AG Y HHE SHERFAGR LA E o] F UG
Wilson 8] HE olo] &% vl=9 FFAYss garg, ARBAEA

5 FIRABBARAEE F3] Y WA #7189 7lee B 99
A Hojd 573 - 71¢d A4 g = A2 2 AFHRAG
(Hughes, 1994: 28). 53] A2 # A A H T2 o]'d % AEA ] AL o
Ei HIQIZEAR 9 4258 AARLA FAME, AA3] TEYFH NS

Z Aol FFatool & 3 tAE A A3 9 th(Rosenbloom &

Kravchuk, 2005: 150).

Wilsono] 5@ 84 g 71X FHA 0l §elA ZAAZ AN X3
27 FEARASH FAE AT, AR FL S A A
o2 A M T2 Weberd o] 33 #5A| o] EF ARG F
A2A Q) AT A A F- 22 o] Weber} Wilsong] o] &0l EXj &
L o] = o] uj Fo]tkSelf, 1985: 140; Hughes, 1994: 28).
A-gHol P& A ALY 257 dE AR I}
g 9 otk 25 dvs A5 A AdAdH 37
7t BAE WS BF R FFHIM ¥R Y TS
AN gty ok A4 AAA PRV 2R eSS
g uE S AYFAY ZNA 2AS A3 5
EAAA FEFYH g Yoot Aol S AFATFE T3
7] W&otk

Ao

—

A4
AR

I-N
A SN

Moo i

-‘?_
2=

R
Wi

L

Ison 2

o o_>t‘. LA
i

H
o

O AN H rir
ri
_;N

N
=
ﬁ

1= e oX rf

M o
SE o
N, > b
m{n

o}:]

of N ¢
o
o7
_9,

T

13

it
b2

S E BT ol Y BEAT 48] A ZAAE
9 7|8 EZg o]R1 AUTkY o] # VAL BEAIL W8] EEHOR

4) o EEL ¥ AXHEL A AT H 72 E At AU, EA A4 T A
w3k ge] Uig A A8 AU PYE Fojtn o, AR dvky 2F 74
AL o] E9143Q 7 (impersonal rules) & A E JAHEAAR A B85S 3k
3, A A AR A FEF Ve S B2 7AAYLE v ET SR EHe
2 #5A2 344 2458 A3 UrH(Self,1985: 139-140; Palumbo &
Maynard-Moody, 1991: 26; Vigoda, 2002: 529).



YRUER AT E BE YL 2H -9

At BtE, 2 5L BE AT EC) HEAE 2
e 2 ZAYHE AA A X7 BEolgtn &

PR RobME 322 A FEJAA v R HE 31]‘44 7%
g 2R o] A% FAWY oYk Ut ANE ¥ gt
(Rainey & Steinbauer, 1999; Lynn Jr, 2001).¢ o] 24} &7]8 3 4| & = Z)(post-
bureaucratic organization) o] tj ¢t =217} Folx] AtA|uk, o] F AP0 7 o
QY FAH 2R E 017 Qo AAZHE FI1FEAT 270
FAlE Yoy £33 g Fol 53 7‘7‘5]3’_ e 2 24 A E
Z5E =29 obA 2 ulA A F Rolgtn & ¢ glci(Heckscher, 1994: 17).
TR BTHL 2A AL TARAE LHE A A2 A
HE] v 7h5sE 1 o

Y Lol BEANY AL AW AFZAA] B v Be o
&8 AXNZ AokE & Uk AW, AZAY ASH FRE 57 242
ujgolehs Qulo A £8HQ T2t 9 FA B, BEAL FA

AAXE oA YA RaAR FEetes FHANE aé"] Fatrh. A,
HEAE FAH S BAAT =g A A5y, EEFE A AHYE s
A AL 2 72 FAE AR AA, FEA WE u|nFH A
& A ALE EA S oF7] A7 L BT EAY S 2 Sk

HEZ AFEZ o] dgho] 2 FAHH A2 1980d ) S0 FK-9] v
dstel Fx3 Ay Fol EAHEA HE FEHST A Osborne &
Gaebler(1992)= A E < PR ¥ ‘FHlFol nja#RAHo 7 aAFs
v @& #AA o B3ty 343k

ol 2] &t oA 1990 tholl & A F F # 2] E(New Public Management) o
P4 AFHN T AFASA o] v]7, A=, AR 5 AA o

ol

5) I3 B3AL AZF T2 A Y A JAAE AT e s =
o], HHFYe ] dAe E- XA 24 o], T2 31e) F5A BA o ois)
Ay BlAF TAZE 22 ik o 2 AA A =3 Be 3 9 B A
A2 E A, viE A A3} A2 B4 o F 7| oe 2289 S5 ugk
Soll &3 o8] AP Eo] o]FojFt}

6) o]H FAZ e P F FAEL T ARAL G2 87 HAH Y 272
A= EABA Qo o mel 583 el delaige $3<l
Z(contingency approach) = #3}1 it}
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o vt FEAA A HYoh AT T @ Ee A AYL, &
L EAEHA FFE FAE FA F2F AZFAHA AAHNE &
Aot He Y AEYE B FOEN, n o] 3= MU AE 587
sz g E ARTdL & F Yk

A TR EL BEAF PO g2 Zare A3 A7) Ay
AA FAHE B ZH2EF 43 FUSE o] FX Zictn Ao
(Rosenbloom & Kravchuk, 2005: 147). wle}A] A5 59 A E B4 3= 2+
TAE dE HA B 5430, ASAH FAE d3st: 5 #8AE
A ¥ T EAL S AA LA G} 53] A EA A AHA AR AT
FAa, 3t S AXAE o, AZ A At ot &

33748 AR g3l o] o]FolA £ YEE 2HAFZXE B} ¢
, AR BTE Ao 23S F2A gk o9 ¥ uRE 7
A Al 2AMNE 7 HE T Y32 FtRosenbloom & Kravchuk,
0-26).”

a2 AFF3EE dsiAE HT T2A o ARREY B E S
E43ks d A7 AdAY, £88 & AUAA Aoz P ¥
A7k e 59 T8A @AW, ARIE 2uAE FoER AW
o A A& ASANGA Y 3= @ Eol AV H AHAF S,
2003; o4, 2001: 308). T AT FVYECEZ FHHE B o] 285
2EAH 29999 FAFIU LT F94 8 FFHo BT Y,
71E9 ZAFHE RAE 5 e dTE ds AASFA E3tokE A F
= A7 = 3 9l tHMoe, 1994; Light, 1995; 1997).

o] 9 #- 3t Peters(1996)= AF A A BF Ao g Aoz AAl €
o3 T8 5& A AT R P(market model), 2o A K 2 3(participatory state
model), &8 A X 7Y (flexible government model), B A2 AR 2
(flexible government model) & W] 7}X1 2 W F A 7| HA], 0|5 YL 2}7)
SR Zo] AT 2o ZAFLS IHT FAE YEHhn 243

1

(o)

o of do mjo N
Sor et
i

ng
)
bt

(N>
S
L
[\
]

N AFFUARY Fo SHo2E 349 FAY 2AY 9B F, TIAMA
Foh sk BEA B, A2 28 2 28, I3} AR =9, 43tk 99
el A2, K949 31 5 T+ Uk A TRAE L A 89 AR )
%739 kel H4 Bel7199e AR AUTHAS E, 2004).




Hegzd dyel & Ay 43 M -1

2olg 2yl U¥ FBolt AHE APl BT} 247
QeIE BPARILoA REZAY REFP) H3Y FUE R

dof 225 ke A A4S A3t

A

Jfm

V. 3218 3H A+

1.8c02 ¥4 28

A X F(political) B3 2 A7+ AF-BS A7 F83= AARZLY F
g Ao FEF) M AR BAEA = FE FARZLY ol &
A FA AR A FAZAY FY 7 Folv I FA AR #5FEE Y]
gt} (Rockman, 1992: 143; Rosenbloom, 1983). A X} &4 9) AF A & o]
Eol 2229 old g AF =AY SHA YAFA I, 93, I, o
QA AleA, ARl 5o AR FAEHY JFAA FEEE F
A 7@t AA st

AAH BA AFE AR FEjrt olH ol st WAYo] ojH A
ojojof gttt Ao FH A U g A A B 2, U9 A
¥ BAS B2 g s ghciRosenbloom & Kravchuk, 2005: 26). 7 ] 4
A AFE2047) Eof 54 A H(positive state) 2] FFo] EA3HH
A, Weber7} 2 3¢ G&H 02 AF3tE THAU AF 23 A Y Wilsono)
AAF FX-BF ol@Eo] AHAYEE A AN HEY T3
%1 7] w) 50| tKSelf, 1985: 39-141).

204718 A EA ALE 7R B - ol H A FFFLIL F
g 3% SoA, FHY FRA] A7 FE HAENY AU ZHE
g7 ARH R F3E gA 7| doY i
A gARh v S 7wL7103H 24
o] 73 HW, gAEo]l A FAH 4 = o)
o FE2ES FAZFYYY FL FAR AT AZE AL o] W
t}(Appleby, 1949; Wolen, 1960).

oEG UL It A BR7IBH} AESLS Y EY A9 FH Fy], 1%
g AR FRAYTY, Fui e A viED, P AAEY 7 9

-
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o A TUAYS 22 dFd AL E ENE A AR Ao
A F R PASHT UCKHIl, 1997; Rourke, 1984). 7 23 273
o $34 Y} oliel YE B/ B3} BREo] WAL 7HW Aoz
of A4 2] 1 ) tH(Rockman, 1992: 145).

AAH B AT ol 22 A S v, ANHA QoA A
7139 #2359 Y YA WS 7EFAY, 250 A AAAF o)
U Hgo] AAFEAY N3] FEHA e EAE GFAY, 1
o e Anig FAJAE 9 IFA FA EAA 2HE& LEH(Rourke,
1984; Redford, 1969; Denhardt, 1993: 141-142).

AH BHe AT daol N IRBVEAEL FAHOZ A §30
T84 5 9tHRockman, 1992). 3R, FY2-2] thejd B/ % BES

ks

o

<
A 4 AT Y] B4 5D Ao ATk ol A4
T FE AFBEAYG ol AFAETN] AFBA} oJdR, 2R W
FFo9 Adolats A ol g A=A $) 958 FHa
AT FAFIF AFEEAL ARG FEYEY BA B
Heady(1996)%] + 9] Fo| 7] s H}.

A, BE7IB22A Y FRAEA O Folo ARBIAE DGIFY
A4 EA(a unified entity) 2} 7] o}, Tk 8 FZ71BES) =28 AT
(a conglomerate) 2t 1 & 4 9tk /1Y WFV B SR A2} o)
BAE EHZAME Y &= AFstE TAlO, e 97 FASH =24
0% 43443 E ol REolT B ollg FARF AP A
Hatg A4 FAFA o5 W BV Bo] FAUE A7 FA g
(Yates, 1982: 70, 74; Rockman, 1992: 147).

oMY N WA A AAAYE L AW AEE A @S Tty
AR 528 FHDAL D 5 Y= FAZ, ANF 2P L AT o] &
WE BRFNBE BN BEAR BT A G A Az E(ron

rlo

8) #oIo A URA N @R e TR IAFATS 2A A% o FAE
(B, 93 )T 3R AL FASIG - AF0A - 2HF o)o) Weksh Alw
WA = 258 5 ek,
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triangle) ©] &, 3¢ A| All(subsystem) o] 2, ¥ 2 o] E(capture theory)3d} 7+ A
BFAR S 458 o B wa %% 12 Rt - B R D B =
&5 A 2} 5 YAl $cKFurlong, 1998; Yate, 1982).

A A, A 3] 3] THa social group) © 2 A 2] A R-AF A olth o] R BE A

209 A7) B 2459 GBI AT BE BA G
(Rockman, 1992: 165). F 3| & BH o) e AFSo] BE S T4, A XA
AE B ol 2FE EF A AFAEAY 24 L B5HDo7 o
a8t7] o)k

A4l gold BRPTS FAHY LS shte] $HY AYOE 25a
71E O BEES 7] 2% R 98 F98 A 23 ol B
AE A ol THE 93719 BRER ATt SR, 2L AR

3B

Yol = £EAFol whet AN AHZ 288 5 V) "ol
(Yates, 1982: 65). 2= B781 B2 EL 71€3 Ao A ¢ 9
AT A F FAH HE §F oA AR YEdRY T H A5
Be AU 3z, o] Zlo] AAAAY T AL FFE v|H & Ho) £
Adoln g BATY 9 shub e A o ul 7} ¢l2] 9kt Aberbach, et al., 1981).

AR BR AT FLFANFT BES A YYFo|Y HARA
o %Y, ol BASY YT, AFA FAAETHY 27 PR3 93
A, A% FAAEHY FAH ABA, 25 EAYT NF Y 52
# A BAlAL g Ab=Th(Aberbach, et. al., 1981; Hills, 1991). st Z# 2 S0} 9
ABEEY 98 Peo] AT AT AUH2E =& Holy, mdof o
g ABl A Alg R YA ol zprjolel g $MAstE A 2L o
9 Y E FHsE 771 5 A thLipsky, 1980; Rockman, 1992: 155-
156).

AAH B AFBEA ATE ARE 7| Bt AR E FHE
AE dEH o8 A7 AAAY FAZA ARAZAY A ERF
AL FAN 7= 7% &E o] vHPutnam, 1973; Rourke, 1984), Y & cﬂ%%
BAAA &9 F5W *i*H BFBEAZF ALY E FAS B35
o T2 A AR BEA U IR FAL A7|EN ReE B
o dFY FHE FFIES FELE T A8 B A oA 7]36}
t Ao 7 ol ghti(Wilson, 1989; Furlong, 1998). & T2 A7 E L 34 7|3

M

r

-

a1

4
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W) A WA R A5 BAE
3718 U9 HAUAE L T THLE D
ABA, 434 A9 SN FGE Aol 7k
AR =34 BANE AFE IFE 7|
9}, 2000: 387).”

JU AR B9 dds A7, 3R BB EY
£203 ZUHILJYSANE ET73n A& 32 FAAE0]
€ a0 R FTASA Xt BAE @ 9FYF
HA 2 FZ4AZ. A Lowi(1969) & o] & 71T 3
422 W, Jacoby(1973)= BEA Y A AY 1 754
o}

AAE FA7NAFH B2 S0 FUY 7Y I gEA AV E2] AA
of FAH}7IEHT A2R9 FRA AEEE FQ YR AJAIE T
7 ZAA Y ol e g E U9 olde FTEAY, HED AEA A
Aol AYAA AFAY, AHS ARAFTY S5 0lds F5FoE
W, NFFYE AR F U A8 FA v Wood & Waterman, 1994:
13-26; 21717, 1997: 318). W Foll A& B GFolME ol Eo] F A
B4 Ahe AR FRY BA, 128 AL YA NEFAAANA of @
golg AYER Y A, 159 A Qo) B EA, 25 3t
Al T4 So] AAATSo) & & A o] P rHRockman, 1992: 144; Meier, 1993).

A B 7= S WA d¥oE T BAZ, ARD
SA9 e EFH AdBst] 284 A, EA, AN g4, 4%
A FAAEH AW g AYY TS NFFY A 53] o FHE= F
2 71X 2 7+E%eHRosenbloom & Kravchuk, 2005: 28). 72 11 o} & §t 7} =
FHe) @ PUeZA YFF N FRF hAF political pluralism) S
R 5 942 BAL AR Y 2Rz TAF A3l9 e
B g g3 Ro] B A 5t oi(Seidman, 1970: 13), o) & & 22 WA %o
A 2AE & ol 93718309 25 4 S UFFe pEHE A

293/ E Bk o5 ATE B
= T 7HA), A%, 914, of
T o0l R H AR E B8
2

b Fe 23 e A

J

)

-

9) #3 BN AR ArA A7 V7S R BE 2T € AXAH T+
T 5 AANQEE 237999 SR P ol B B S A FThs A4 e o
Fo A2 2RI A0 7 o3 FHP A 9, 2000: 387).
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2) @Aro] gt 11 £ ti(Rosenbloom & Kravchuk, 2005: 29; Rosenbloom, 1983).

2. 539 47 28

1980°3th o] MAA &2 hte AR AEt AA7F AHFAH
7 Ade] &) 2A FA DL JE Aotk B3] APFELE B2E

F4% e u3YEAE0 15 A3/ AR el R 3
2733 3B 7158 A FRIE Aol FAAA e L Y
thoolel@ WYY A4S FART o8N oz ALY A% 4

o] A=A #e o] Z(New Governance Theory) o] TH 7 % 7, 2000: 526; ©]
4], 2001: 310-311).

AZR g olE 2 FA 63’2?-91 7&7—*1 TS A= B9 AR Y
g FAAE) FEZ MEYI F2E TH3 AHEEA] s Z ol A
2 AFY A} APE LH3= 740] A sitte S 538 A2 dok
B Eo] AR 2 FRAEA ] AHE A7) Folv AL 9] Fo
2 53 FEE NYolEAE #dY 0] Aot 53] 19803 FH &)
go] & W93}, NAE T ARFYH AN o7 AqulA Al Fo] 7l
Zrol & o) o2, AA ALY WEHF 7271 752 5 Y= A
Wo] &35 Ak A g, 2004; B A 2, 2000: 543).

AFHBY o)L NEHoF AAAY Y AY ¥
31, FFo} R EZY AEHoln FFHHA
ol AL3] 9 A9l F e Ad(dynamism) S &E3HME
N ZEHREG NBEERY AR ERE AFHE Ao
tHGiddens, 1998: 78, 100).

MNTe RS FAEY FRoG TS U E AN @
4, %%‘Hﬂl € ZFF A3 ZF o FAA T E o
3 @ate] vl FyAsA 2B H 2 Yot ol HHAARE 2
A Azt Aujae) Ao Agste ABAE A Fotoop &
A o) i FS S AT AP AA 2o dARF &
AR RN = FH A A= 2 A

H AR xAFo] AF 9} tEo MuAE FF BASAY, AP
U Aol #FosiAu, 249 W mE Mus 33E F-eE v

©
A
(i

ol 1o
o
o oX

3 }Ol' )
©
]
o
'17‘ n{n
30

do
v
2
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Fol A AAA =9, FF714H BEEY A 755 AL A
1 A5HQ AezRe dojd Fbe] ek AF 9 F23 FAFA
J8 P oT AANY FARAC), TAH - v ZAH JAEFE
oY dee BANM FAE A - AWt MEQA AAZE 1z,

ol

BANE N ¢ AU Rde 943 g4 o= viH ) gEol A
A - a8, 2004 104105> HepA A G R AR NN 497 B BRE
AA 2FHE AL, AAEA DT TIAVA AZE AF A2 A
o FAE7e 1_43 AR S EA HER & YES YL o] B

We 2R WA £229] dgolgtn & 4 A 4 4, 2000: 538; Keast,
et. al., 2004: 365; O’ Toole, 1997 47-48).

AAH g & o, 3719 FH, 3719} ALSIzE BAMY RE5e e
A= a2 @49 SR oA AR A AR BEAN FHA A TF
FAAGLY] 54 B Ao e A4 =] Hu QA EA,
2003: 223). o) 7 o] Rhodes(1997)= A=A A2 A A2 Aoz A B
Mol A4S A4 7tn vt FASEA, FFEoke) wiztRorE
dFste AAVNEYAN71EY FAF7IRSHG FAS-H 2 80 gl
Mo e d8Ee AT g AFHEAT AF AR E AT B
9 B9 FROT AR AUI% ¥R AL ol 2n) Fald 2
7} (hollow state) 2] 54 7154 2 &8 8t71 & gt Milward & Proven, 1993).

A VY EAH FEstE A7 G AR ERY EYI F2E= 3T
MU= AF 3G AE AAS 8, A R S84 44 9
AAE 7FTe7] oy & o] vt EF ALY R 5_’— | E(messy problems) 3} A}e}
& AF3] o] 77 S(wicked issues) S ALSI FF-3 A TE 02 OF7) YR
Fo9 AT T 4 Aok WA Areba Absl o)k 2 Foluh: Wy
Ar8) ) Z Aol 2o} B w), AT YELD AR E YAHA 3
(a passing fad)ol] 7% 91 o2 6L A Ao 2 AvzckKeast, et.
al, 2004: 363; O’ Toole, 1997: 46).

A543 AAY o] Eef A=, AP Hs T2 Fr B A
FAHY AR Vs AXAG e T2 Mol E F UAT AP v &
&4 A3 3 A “1231 HYQ EAZ oF7) A F Yok A o] 21715
XYtk ddFEs eREY ug B AR HIF 4R v g o] F1
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il

EEAANINE RS Z2 a8 EAETHE UL, SUA T 2
BE 28 AAE 7tedE WiAE £ dvke Aol ¥ A 9, 2000:
563-573). o] Wrel & A F2A A stolM e FFME L FF Tl o
Z2 3 71 #E0l P*O%é}ﬂl % FAstd Aol st FA A9 oy F
ozte] &gt FF ALY MY EA Fol HAAR AdHu JH(FF A,
2000: 544-547). L3t o] F F TVt FE A U FASo] 3 FFA
(publicness) & A ] ZE FHAE A7 +Fo2 &Y & U= FA7L
H 5o AF o] 511 ArHHague, 2001; 2 7 E, 2004).

V. & g9 2ol HA

1.97 289 =0

NE T AP ATE YR VEAYG B }oa % sefob & 7}a), &
T2, 740 g Az, AAAH Foll olA it kT A g
24, B2 o] FHF AFH Awe] EAE omm Atk 7189
23 R 78y BRY Aol theF Bk

A, BEH B hed AEHA 2L T2 A2 72
Aol E VA Ferh wetA FEHE AF]] A A(businesslike) X} of A
setR e, o] g 7197 AR 9 X 9 B AH 3 g Aee] £ R
& F39 oy 220 7L £V /ML SEY T AN
olm, ol & 7}z1 @zﬂ% A3l B2 &Aook Bt Bt

)
L
=4
=

d)

>~

O:

ru
flo
kl
N
)
o
olr
At
oX
o o
4
m{m
1o
K-
M
e
2
Shl
Bt
g
ol

Fatch vl Fd Aol A EH 32 & 7lsr o] At
1 27] gRolch mtebd Am AAAL ske) Abalcase) 2 HFaked, =
7442 A9 242 gl H AA BYY = St RHER 27
th(Rosenbloom, 1983: 220).

AEAA B JIZ2 gAEA A YA BA7 ol B EAA 7}
T B UAES FHANA AES GF /MR H A THHA Ag MY
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&+ 823 9] A} H(rational decision making) & FE ot T3 A&t A
BN ZASE go dAZZF A o AT ANZAE H5EA ge
thRosenbloom & Kravchuk, 2005: 20).

=4, #24d 24 7ted T AT HY2Y HE2 £
& Ad AZHA FxHo] ngAatHolojA] ARl AFE ¥A] XdT
AA A e AZFRYEL F2F 0] AFE vt E
AR @ dato) 2487 2o 22 21} ¢
A7 AL e At Hu2g FFEA QAA ARA % e‘
7 A 2| A (businesslike competition)E &g atojok 3ttt @ ATS 719
7(customers) ] F th3tod o ek @ 22 W BAZ e} Gt A7 o] FolH L
2N 2AFAH LS T HEE B AZE Ao g © 23
2571 FH o dujol A FAAFH - FUAFH|A g3, HAHo|1
22 8} A X &A o)1 7)Y 71 A o] o] o} T} Osborne & Gaebler, 1992).

NZZRYEL AEAHQA #YH F2F vi7HARE FH L H]’S‘ﬂ’“"]
o At Aolats AA-P A o]AE2HA YA Ftoll, FXAF BEESAE
2 7 & x}f—:—ﬂ]— A 2 A 79 4 2} S(appointed officials)ol] 2] ] @7@5’ AAE
Jof 202N NFF AP FFHE WA el 719
AR Y=
#YEL FAZIB Y FAEo] A MulAE AT 7|H
Zrzolottt )| G Ho|w AR g Ao A F Y A
zZo] AAH R R Aol FUZE DA E] BTt
HA AHZ A5 s 28 HA kI F3 gk
P22 AN, GE FF7H, GE FEY AT, 1
Aoz AN, o] 7t FY FFEY AT U g 7l#Y
Z4(internal customers) © 2 7+ gty R ANE L 7)Yl A
HUYR &9 Mul A AT F8 7|Fol drE Aot
A ZNN Y dAIEA Y S 18 A MU AE ECZ 6] §9 4
Z (cost-conscious) & 2 o] F-o] Ao g}t 12y A AR LS BAsHE R
o] Y2o)Aul, 714 A 7] 3](entrepreneurial opportunities) 9} 22 E 8 & ApQH
o]l AEE ASE 7B HudeAso] F4F THALEERHY 74
& wro} A A s}of o} gFri(Rosenbloom & Kravchuk, 2005: 26).
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AR, AAH BE A 2 AEH R2LARVEAN FHL B
S5 pastel hEY, FAH 084, 124 ARG AN 9F 394
52 wth 2HA ANE AT ol @ AU WYY 2ATE
sl past AN dLdF g FHE Aot S PAF = A1 F4
gozA, gdF 9 139 e Y E 1o 2R AL HIHES
ZABAE R Ao vpFAsdn Bk PRI AR FAAYY T
Ao omg AMste AL3] i AYSNA FX A dEAE AL F
Qe Fx7t e FETE Rojth. wEkA AFI1BE Y T2 aRH F
9 F8, B4 AHAF A T8 AAS o & Ha &2

Bt B719 8 @A ot Eolv, 3 e AAA 23
#aicha 2o

AEAA AN AL £ AAS AAY 54 HolE BT
54 A9 Qo2 BFPT 5 54 AU o]0} T2t R AV of
)3 fAFAL $AHA AT ofv)o), 54 Awel AR PFHA
A 3 A3k o) A 1ol shoiol gehn Bk

REAA AR Aoe WY/ 23} pETo| YA T BAs FA
A ga7e, ARE 94, 4% - B4 49 At 5oz AR At
GerE BAs, AARLE B He LAEE YAAE Hoe 3

7o gapa g BAE AAFolF L ok 12T JAARY 294
o v g E s A A NGE BN A A% B A4 B
ojo} 3} ErHRosenbloom & Kravchuk, 2005: 31).

A, A4 B3 7hed A2 AP ASS AF 4w o
F BYFAE A MEYT F2E T3 Bty AT AAEAS
AsAY ZTTHBAE RO 3 EF0E AZT RS FRE 971A o
Ea 7=y £33 A de G2 2Fojv s B
ZFgaas 2 HE =& N AT AZE BARAM, AFTAXHD AA
7t Q3 gE) AHg Aol thF A AU S4S drt

VEYAY FAFAES FTEFEY FFYE EGEZ AFY 7wt 9
o gx&= BAE FANEE, 74]%21]3]- 2] $H A fA oA AL

-

QA iz o] o] Fo At tpetA] A FF T ol ] 20| A| el F3
E 3FAE B AR ZAE FH o) FAAE A 28, AFF A
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<E 1> HAHEY UiH|

“ A7HA
K AEZH By (ATT B | ASH AA | A=Y D
2 A%, v gash | WEA, | 2sstw

1) 278 7HA 284, | T G| oA, = 2
&34 24 M1y | 242

ol gy HEA | BAA, z33

pEATE A4z4% | dezs | yeqga | 999
podagzg |aaasu| DV gz | avaey
syulgagdg | £33 AeA z?ﬁ 76;04%? z%xx}},

* Rosenbloom & Kravchuk (2005: 37) 9] 5 4 AF7AA% AY

Mol ze A% - 42 - FEAE Sl AT, MEFLY BoiR g4
7t 23RN FoISAG A2 AT $TRTHY B L, 2000 128-129)
AFPBe ol YoM B3 2% BEEY F8 4TS YEAIL AN A
HE AFES S £204 WA 2374 S golekn ¥ 5 Ak

HT H*H 9 A <2 A

ol =23tA Ko ol AR it AFES AR AEAY o= FF
BHANE AU A B2 e FE BH S 23] & ok A B
A} BR AFE FNF UFAI 72 B X 2H S DE )
Al Zo] REOINT, FXH BHAAMY AFES ALY AN B 1
U #ASEH AR PAFAE 1) A5 LS XF Y F BA S X
H 918l Ad 4 & oo gtri(Gortner, 1987: 304)."

10) olebd Beld Y AT A% BRoERE AYAOT Y ALY
Aol AR ZAAE ST, A A B AT $A A WS g e
3} 45 288 FA S AL QA B4 9 97 785 BE AL A 3R
O @ 5 Yok,
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FBP ATEL OEH $AH0) 2T WYY GIA L TBAA ¥
St @A A Z BelE BAY ATE BAFAZNY FRBEAY
B9 49, X, 984, WA 49, 9% Aol W4T 259 3
Aol ST ATtk T3] §A71 B ¥ F N 492 AP
F e A% Mey F2A 4%S AU 2R L& Qo) BAIT.
HJE-I;OH 3R 7 TMM AFE ARZAAY WY B Y BAS §

m{m
e
)
r’P,‘.i
° 2 o
-
j,‘i

A8z ol A A T8 5 AR YR At R
& 3ol7 %“’*1‘” BNH O PR Bolt AR E viF A 9 A
3t 4305 7] ) &1 7] o} = tHJohnson, 1992: 86; Denhardt, 1993: 16).
EATEY ol o] EF EGAN L BH AR AR A
FHI AUk ol AAF LR 2 AR 7 79 5’@"*711"*01]/‘1‘—:-
FE 7] A BB BAY, X @R qF g Fol
$ FAZXY A el 4E BEHE 2480] AA A EAH
g E a9 3 AFA £at= A 02 gory) 1 gl tiPeters, 1996). A
et gelAe A& A2 T F2A Y S EANS A
A 5 A *11‘31°ﬂ g% FAE c}i}i‘gi’*l TEAG B
FRHE o] FA JYFHT P& Ho] § dojnt

r°l'
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off my

A7t BN A B ATGAL AR
ZH9h A 9712 YRFES &
UA gAY T BRE RS2 B Bl
ol AT Y WA/ Re 27 AAGAd) B 2 A
tABAR Y 2RO AAY Y FAR |2 0T WL ANA B
A9 AT € thRojo} st 447t Bk

AP ¢ BAY AT AL AFS] TRV E JYAY S, AR BR
A AAN 2&H A48 AUE uh TFH O oaely] AL 4B
ARA Sol A AT olof BTk AT HZ F B AT S| 433
o ABA S VASE FAE HolT Yok $4 A BAY AT Ao
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22 WHE=EE A M D)

FH L LFgrpw
o] diofl A7 ALS Ao R F A 5 HY wf fFFHO
i a8 o7 253t A HRainey & Steinbauer, 1999: 14-16), Al 33
g Yo 2AAZAY AT BEA] €4S wolgd= &
AR5 5 %Bﬂ HES A A FAE ZsstEe &
e s FFS FLIEATEE AANY AFS EFAA T
Z ¥ t(Peters, 1995'239) Mintzberg(1979) 7} B2 A /1A S| 7
Al(machine bureaucracy) 2] B2 & Hat= AL JHF FA4) wFolatn
s é}i Hetolgty & 4 Gk AF FAU ASESFSE 24
2 31, ¥ 389 A A} 3H(standardization), 7 H 3}9) A gko} 7}

— —

r°"

o Mg
R (D - (R T A

o
oft
Z',

rlr Mo

o
=

s BAH B Y ATANAE FAH7AY YR S A 9 F
G Gtk ol FANR A A5 D AL SAAReAA 18
‘ @Rzl Uy 720 9P g Buy
| A of] Frederickson(1980)2
290 08 4B A9 ﬂi}%

7;'%% HH %X*PJ EH%"J°] Axd 5 U —r%?ﬂt} 01‘5 AT7AE £

fr 2 ey oR
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o ot
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A, XA S5 2]
o3 El‘ﬂﬁﬂﬂr e 5ol 239 9K Fﬂ%"é% A A J /\]-31]7} 7
2SS A F%

Aoz FA7 A BEELS FAAA L BAAAY FEA A
o} o]l 5L A AL FA3] SHAQY EFFAE oA 218dw
=3 FPAduE Fr8e e 234U FAHALER oty &4 B
Py A o= & A MR A7 5 glE 2 o] th(Hood, 1976; Denhardt,
1993: 20). o] ARZ o Ao Levitan(1943) & Q137 1154 o &

& Folo & ¥yt oy}, YIF A o2 Fe Hojof 3}“1, q15Hgto] #
# X (administrative machenery) &) & A9 Sojo} gt} 1 F A3 o}

oA E W, FFNEF EEY ATV 2VE S o% FAAAE

32

g

11) Rainey(1992; 113,123),Perry & Wise(1990), Romzek (1990) =,
12) Gortner(1987:57), Rainey(1992: 113),Rainey & Steinbauer(1999) Z&=.
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J

45§74 ABA SolA o Fol ok, FRATA B U4 shet
Bol2T% 121 A AN AH BEYL THY 5 US ROR

2]

ZAd gt 71E9) & o) GF B0 AZ AAE F UE WS ZAg
9] ©} A = Thomson(1967) 2] & 7 E-o] A]A}&}+=n}7} 2
S B F e 873 A A A ALY #AE FE OFE AAY AR
(institutional) A 5, 3 8] M| A& EH 7 FPstojo} st 5491 9
7) % (technical) A3, ¥ 143 3¢ 7eAS S 235 T3 &
(managerial) A&, A2 UFth 28 g olE EUE EFUA Y AAZ

wast geld 2gY AN st HA5 F2 48T ol 4%
2RE9 92EH 2HAHS APk APAAY B P95 22

&3k o), a8 u FF daiM e S AAY =& FHF R 4

48t Zo) vt A strhn A A ¢hot Thomson of o] 2§ 2] 2] 2 & - # & 4]
o Ao A, AAF #HEE daAE AR g TG
= AAE 2, % S AN 284S 4579 #24 84
o djAeE ¥2uFE T A AA AU b S AAET 1
27} 81 Rosenbloom(1983: 225) #el ] #3 H XA B30l 43 A4
gojol & Yo & FxAHEAME, 2 ol A7 B, P75, AHEY
oﬂ rﬂra} 2493 g H T8 Aelrt 5 ok AEA A A
| Al gtk
VI.Z2 o
A2 AR ABAL F2AAZAE 1 299 75 AdE #88 +
AE UF-H 5474 AFE 254 Fo A2, AAH FAFAZA & ¥

749 AL YALE Aot $A A B7HE B3 Y § 8, 2001 656)
ok B& et Hg FEAA Wl 21U A AT YE Felel
9@ Aed e Ee A dun At

AAY AR 2D FF & Holb] ol ek
o 28 2He g7 Bl HESH BAY F A
Holu} 43 BAS FISHL A A7) AT 71209 o288 EUE A



24 - BH=FNBAAM D)

Tk dl ot ol e 53 248 A= ol AR B S T 4
%@Qﬁ?ﬂ%iﬁﬁ%ﬁlLﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂJMW}lw%W”%%E
ﬂﬂﬂ%%ﬁ@ﬂﬁ%%iqﬂﬂxﬂﬁ & 28 A Zto)A] o)t &

o

Ahold AL g 5 gk B3] dAHL
&lﬂiaqﬁﬂua1}w%agi§%agia%amas%w
L AAH BAFAZA Y L BEAL I 4 & &4 o
FAAA NS ES i ole B L s

A A B ARBEA} VAL NE ATFA Y BB

SEENES REEMEELE :
22 S B2 A5 o] FAR W& TSI
QstA A4 5 rhx Bk

HE 2 AT 1R AT 5B BT S AL RS o} B2
2 AN RARAD, AR BEAE T EF2HL NG S HEYR
Aeletn & A7 BAYH 194 S Folugths FelN, 19 n
& 5 e AT BPY L Mo} 4 B Rolel T BeNA

weHoz PN B4, HEUZ 998 Adh v

2

o= =5 = o}
Ut 2 =82 A2 AFAEAE AL L2 U el 3 aA 35
2 Ye oy Aol EE By - AAH F o FAE ol H =
gol®d Aoz /e

7482.2003). “BEZAY ANGEA AA Y SFASo] B AT (&
Ab3] 9} A AT, 14(3): 201-227.

7 3%-3.2003). MabFA g AR, A& HHGAL

A1AR.(1997). TR SFAE ), A& JEAR
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Abstract

Two Perspectives on the Study of Public Bureaucracy :
Characteristics and Problems

Chun-0h Park

The existing studies on the public bureaucracy in the field of public administration
are lacking in both consistency and identity. It is due to the fact that many studies have
dealt with different phenomena without consensus on the definition of the public
bureaucracy. This inconsistency is causing confusions in theory as well as various
dysfunctions in reality including failures of administrative reforms.

This study categorizes the studies of public bureaucracy into two
perspectives(managerial and political), and shows how each of the two perspectives
emerged, what their characteristics and differences are, and how they have changed. In
this way this study tries to reduce the confusions surrounding studies of public
bureaucracy and increase academic identity of the studies. In addition, this study
emphasizes the importance of integrating the two perspectives in enhancing the

theoretical and actual validity of the studies of public bureaucracy.

[Key words : Bureaucracy, Public Bureaucracy, Public Organization]



