TTERET) o FME
— 1T B2 S St

R & Bk

A oz fhgel vt TBEEMBUEEREDE = g /13 £ AiisE 298 B/
K & Jybii(power center) 7} == BEIRERY ERE 9% HEs BEksd T4
LA = ol vk 2HEE ofme velel Ay {TEEEGICT 2 vele] BB &S Aol e
2 ge =AY gioh | B2 ERe 2z 7hd BMERBEES TEREHY d3e o
S Fr Y As Aelth

HA ] FEELEAAN TBHHE BREE = BEY 24L& 938 44 F3o
EA b GEHE FHL gEste FU1E BEE Az A 293 #ES A4 &%
T 8 WA ot zEetd TEEHE BERES BioE A HiAENEE (gove
rning clites) 2] F3H ol f7E)F:By(action instrument)e] 2}z &3 Halg 2o},

223 BEZEEEY TEREHs 2o A8 A9 E 2542 F 9 Al e A
ol 4u-AHql Agkolnl oArlofl Fad EA sl Zelch b4l webwl TEEHS e

2ol 7 " REE 993 T v gD kg wdEs sl Fel A4 )
3wk = @BIIKEEA o ol ZHEE Wl Tl ok Gote Alwdta Fa% FA A"

Tl & BB ITBEEHIE RERERA A4S 7oAl stew 2o 7iE J 8 535
=E TBEHE A At gt & HETE(development administration)-g- 2+

r]r

& R
g F 3EE 3] 9HAE [TEEE (administrative development) & E& {TEEE Y [
k& 1.2 of gt

i}

TE BES & #y | (deliberate, conscious, planned)o z &A1 3}sn e
A A AAE F Flul o] F FrAE gosw g o

HW, FAL BEAA T AQAE Lolol g, T BEEIES HH (what-conditions)
< Feldtolol gl Folg BEAZ AUNE gz FAd JTeEA THRESN R Fo
olel - A BB E REH £ F gt B/ Tl 23 A i (conceptual
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scheme) @-= iEY(model) e AA ol o). 2z fFERENE TAFE f5Ee FEKE
#(EEEE & 37 wistd o gt
EW, oA fTEEEHY ML AL F Gg At A FHES
g FEEES JdA ol . FRBES o9 (how) AL & 9& At o
b

= BAE {iEEEDY BB A [TERENY HEE HIE (measure) 3t < uigl
of A7

= A
A% Aoz FAHE JFd vlastd ERE A3 ol & =T JFEI HEE

o) A A TAol HEE GAS WA FEEIHED FT BEFAY 1A
Ga¢ 9 e o4 REAEEANE Laclat SMERd 26 24% 7
A FERE e AHEa 29 9 A Eme 2% F EEIEY A2 2o

ok
o kA o] FolA AgSE JEAe MBS delst: whE A4 FAT dels)
g ek,

s A &3t BEHE (national development) o} 2= 22 3 @il »igt 7§ 5
Be @i es AAsE Aoy BBRE, BERE, REgRE 5 W #EE 25
gk, B2 IREe o BRI BElst od sy A Bok wiAd ohE KRR
2 e e AL wad G4 A EAC sl AL B wgRd s Fold
= Aolth o)L 1pebulcl BERAHE] £E B (collective goah 24 F7slE H
fEel w]Fof AAH o ok ‘5}“ 2 FHAHQ WL bl chzA eiEeln  wiepa dA
ol g5 elolAE B 2to] A B ozre Ziutel olAlv 2ok mbEbAE 4
2 & AL ok

7 A 17 B84l (administrative system) 2t 22 TBFFE 4l (public or government
bureaucracy by %3} 28 2o g a2y g¥d olAL KHEES Ml =t Koz

=]
BT D
BAEES 3T TANEed BEAN 28% Adtel KBS FERS SO 3 K
15 2

cg'g £

_\L

=

o wgel Belstm olE A AL 2Ach o vl FEEHE LE e
9 Aoy 2B HAMEdE Jd= A FSA EHs Az A4 2eY 1
PEGl= o A9 oE BUEY FEFE] wep et 2 FAde mge Feshl why
ol <. '

F7BEEH (dministrative capacity)o] 2 {TBEH7 2L v #ES AHR=2 F4F 9
L orempgel g2 TIY ABRAHE Fohd JET v KRS AAT 5 de #ED
Az & +w gch. fEEESICI Y FEEHRE BAS o 9 TE WRRMECZE ¥
o SA Hi: olokAE AESS B = IFls FEE A Aoz Hdech

R (mod o2t FEHR Hol olE FA =g e HR =% BE LA W
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2ol Jfgel wlZFe] Folo] B F23UtE S & Fx RS BWER, B 2 &% A
olo] aEERYQl MIERE W Fre 4 Hae Zatelrt ®lEE wbEE $ANY %5 (concep-
tual {amework) e (5|8 =il TEOREPIEL 2ole HES 713 A 4
e S {TEERSA AEd U8 B EHE wv BEles ) 539 FirEged
Al & FedE e
EHEES & A & T PREs

#Z 3ol (TERENEEE FEENS 398 £ Q5 E Aztolst HoliE HKH
MEE ¢ 7] ATl = UKy

=
i

o
N
o
ofn
fo
ok
bic
A
b8
rie
o
pi
o
fid
K
it
Il
)
—r

%
o
=y
/\
5
O
a'
]
=4
[}
N7
i,
<
ri
H
S
afo
N
ZZ’L
} sl
s
r_}[_‘
ﬁi
|o

=
712 ioh BRHE AET 4 Slv BES B =e 2y BEE
(deatl rate) & BIRERIS iRz = +F sloh oz @B o vhebo] HEKH 3
3 EE g 5 gl

1. TERENfEERO 2HeF Rige &8

7R EEEY TEBEMEST Fo3 g8 R4z E4E ] o= AEE TBIHEA
E2 Aol 1TEel [E8 A (goodness) =& TEIIAIQ A |(success)E ol ¥ 4 9l
5t ie] AL A skl fTEGEEY 229 HES AT ok 2dol ] m-Eel A

o] dojd @E‘%H’J e ol fAg ot gl

1T ol vt %ﬁ@‘ﬂ 2 A E=e TRYMA A el F& o2 Tt | (efficiency),
[#zs k| (effectiveness), [#4:pEl%](productivity), Tah#¢:|(efficacy), mL&#Y #EZ (social
efficier cy), [BE%IKHE |(system level), [JEB)7K#: (performance level), [{RERHL) (health),
(677, (capacity or capability) Sl AF7tA| 220 & gt Bolx ko] BEBEE 4

l\u

AR NS e 94 S BEEES TR T4 Mo FEAY HEKEs R
SES BNSH E iREel o9 BREHRET HEeE el Bk HEE oldY @
HE 2 GEENA BT MEEE] BHTA v TREIEE 2 R U

() BRAEE dolA9 PREHS BAG BHE 279E Aot 3 GER&T 399 23
[dom o AT BE Er GEe £OgHt BRNL BOE L 8T Bl 77
Fo SRR AW F 5 NS FEEA AU DA E AL AL olo) .

B (Do) odte] QxE A Fe EEAEE S99 Zols HEHEA e slpis
] S%E EHHES 393 slojvh
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sebd = glx 7 e ool FH @mEE F4AA 2E g

TBEERIS Nl EE AEAQ BEEY it TREe FHd g fTEEA
£ THEZ el et & [H—{E{E#LHE (single standard of value)e] §)7sted 1TBIBIGRE o718t
7 Felch o B e AyshEsse M-S MMk (mechanization of the world picture)3}sl
Frfe] BEHKE 2o F& Aolth

RS BM kst Aastd fflell = BRBIRE Bl v f3dd 5] dstdeh. & Aol
HAL WY ol mzle]l FYFEE uhEel 2 A& FY3te Aol A Astdct o
2 BEHFR L TBHRY HEds 2z dgd s A, TEERE vy JAlz 2z
171 el sl & A SEE - fEY FEEEA B 53A 59 F AL 9
o oAbEbEe 52 AR BEERRIQ kel sty A s

HEES TE o] Fvalol T Mi—folatm A4 = FHY e destz
£ Aol 2 {TBES WA Eol dAAQl #HERE He AL Wiy 2o,

b7
o) fxAlnpud 22 kel EH(output) & WE Aol AN Mol 7] = o). o
Plat #ad ME ARED TEHEIRS BERmEE H8 BAE EHE AR E I

Aol Tol A [{A%(energy loss) & Eolv ARM HKEE AV E ¥ FHedon 17
Be i i6E . EE Bl &K REA G AgkE A4Sk Fae] dglch o)) A
A& Gy K (rational model) & TR o2 THMEAYQ | #iU(“mechanical” model) o
A A7 AE #fifk == TEREE 280 #EERmEs 96 bz oE 254 £ 9
#1455 (separatc ly manipulable parts) o 2 FA% AKX HEgER st o @

HEaE A Adstel il & Mz KIS THIEMR AL  (profit maximization) e}
RIS ko] st kel Agth wEpA FTREMLE AT 4 9 Ei‘%ﬁ‘)(—'a’t
f9) feAsH il B3 S8R LR MIER F gl BN« gl #qkatol = o] o
At EH] WS FHAA olsste Ao vehviA A F &%B‘J‘d BArE
I G BHEY MM EEE AT Bl ZFAA AAsA H A

o} Zu} B| YA (goal models) ¥ 9] F-gol 2 5le] Mo ot Bi&ol TR FE
o)A Abes | ARsld o BAG ERE HEE A oA RS Brd vl FiE
A = Aol 4. & &4 BALE MRS Hrg BABOE EAste BHS ¥ Hio
A Al &ole 2 el s ?ﬁ?ﬁ:ﬁ"ﬂ si7stel #RE 3 718t9 o

Bfofle 2t TEHEMB HE A7 230z Ax #fe 23, ByERdAE

(2) Alvin /. Gouldner, “Organizational Analysis,” Robert K. Merton and others, eds., Sociology
Today ‘Basic Books, Inc., 1959), Chapter 18.

(3) By is} ol vl FHEMAL FadA BHEANE REEY R wlzs BERL diE
Bire ERBETRY gEie s A= HHC W . B, 289, EEe BW] fTHeE
124 1%, pp. 117—119.

M b
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TEd 89 Bivel M@ RYREE doasts Mm#ond A 294 g &
BIEE o HElst 2ord EEvKIRe] A A S MR ENHRS Agels Folxl B
& o 3Ey] A% A ERGER) ST BE WA AT Aotk oA [HAyHT]
oste AE ABEERY A¥NL * & glon MEERY @Ml Pkl 25k

2 fhol ) WAL FIEKEL R e LM HEEHES 91808 fMe AEED
ol #A8 AR MWIES EHE BRCesul) e TAHE Rond @ HEKE
ol A VeE EHEEE ALE FEERS @ HETS olHE S 9 Boloh

BEf (9] gol whEh Lob 2o M GRS M FEAGC] oot =i us
2 g aa Aua E 4 UoE A A4sx o WHel PIRHAES olF By mE 44
et == o Yok BH HEAS BELES LM, HABHES (hatural system
conce ) We] A, WAL BA, Loln EEFEY BLELE B9F JLHE 2ol
g,

WS SROMIEG] A0 E AL sbehr] ARstd KIS Sk ZuAd
Ae NREBFRS QA WEH Aoz gADc AMMERIH B A AR
S e EE FEEMS] HEel FoF Tox MEBBHEY HLeM AXLEE A
Zot- [EANCE Boith waid A7BA R HEa o FEY MES AEADd &
R b el Beldle AU e 5 REA AE(social cfficiency) e FA ]
27 ok B Aoz ods] Anstach oselA SoE FELES TiERE ¥ -
ek zshe] 2 E HIE ¥ X $He HEy £k ko] 902 AU o
% 2hq RS @kl Bew MEE wAsEz xR

Fif ol vb B 2o [#5EA0 BB (end result variables) = AgElEs) 2 CEEM
5y | process variables) £& W] MBHES RYHEES 712 oo 2.0 FEY
wmel AAE F EMRe Ugend Lud EEHES Frad Aedm weln

S

k1

)

!

MBS B BHEL 22 BRO SE MRS W on tolol dn T
Rensis Likerts) B e ARMGRSS) 38 ol WG] ihE A4e T o
& gl 2% @EBEC BE WmEe At EERET NEERS 19 47

fels. EmAE A%E 2ol Hrh
APEIS AT R RS ST shiel BEE o AA%n ik 2k Basil

(1) BAEHERA A EES TARMI 258 =+ = ¥o S5 BRESR
A3E zlez Eoh. olel g HELl o&lw @k £ B8 (equilibrium) 9] § El
ot fFfeln 2o ¢ =3 Aoz 2dE @ARBENY EREAE ALsgx= 7)1"] 2
ghet.

Rensis Likert, “Measuring Organizational Performance,” Havard Business Review (March-April,
1958), pp. 42--43.

m}n
rlo
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S. Georgopouids¢} Arnold S. Tannenbaume] Fighs & 5 vt © o5& 5E z3

+55HE $2 % HiE(common objectives)E @ -2 EH, @ Rt BHol 93 EhE,
& BEy AR BN R gl Bod. 28z AR RDEAE I8 A= T 4,

o A, 2 AR EE, G HERe EFEAEST Bz oo dida Fasly
ch el @ W R LEthe HtERA A Z2Ed Aol MR BEEEE AHMKR
Camell Al =R bR AL ks el doiw kel EENES HREHESY o
oz Aol molEl BRI & 4 glch

of Ryell Ezgmiel A4 BABEE AAA F Fr M 753 g, F A
izt v BrlE. g} Joseph A. Littereri flifo] iFstalnd wh=4A SFdsiok ¥ M
224 D HaEK, @ HEEE 3 EHE @ "R #E i 2o A 4
25 A0 sodetHm o] oA fGiEe =5 Fobe ok stoka el @

Gabriel A. \lmonde Bris#s#lel 44l fuietel T FA e 5288 298 »
#2719 [[H (capabilities profiles), (2 A S EHE AL E BES B G &
P RS TFEERoE Y@

ol 218t BIRUE& MEZHI slolA BB BRI AR} HAE AL 2
= oolvh & LiEiEShe] S Mgt B - EHRE ol [TEMHIY Y E Bl 23
BIEEE Fo4 3t gk ol 5 AEEHY ot Wik £ kel F79
Feburel ) ol E33iete o)A E Wal & BElEol et & & qlrh

g Ag v Aol {TEMLES #ETeIY BEHGE Bie R =ae e AlekE e e
REGEEHY BREE WET 5 WA o T AT El 3T HEEE = zEg el
T gk Fo4 o] glvkx A Aske AbgtE glrh. Edgar Scheing 239 842 Tk
#FLHE | (syster level criterion)of whel Frpslof dvba sk, 2E 2o AERE
& 58 Ed E‘Hﬁlc’] g AR AESEY FETE B Az E AR
MRS 2 8 4 9le ofe}l o8le ohE EINE MBS 2B d2 Feso
= SRS o wE: A 9udd HEe s AdE AL D ERHE, @ A0
RS, 3 EHICERN 3 & A el @

e s TA A9l LB whebd  fTEEENS —HER GBS RED Y o8 34 st
A A9l =4 @b FBEE 24 E AAREY BOE ok s (frame of

{6) Basil S. (.corgopoulos and Arnold S. Tannenbaum, *“A Study of Organizational Effectiveness,”
Amitai E zioni, ed., Readings on Modern Organizations (Prentice-Hall, 1969), p. 81.

(7) Joseph A Litterer, The Analysis of Organizations (John Wiley & Sons, 1967), pp. 148—149.

(8) Gabriel ... Almond, “Developmental Approach to Political Systems,” Jason L. Finkle and
Richard “V. Gable, eds., Political Development and Social Change (John Wiley & Sons, Inc.,
1966). p;. 102—116.

(9) Edgar H. Schein, Organizational Psychology (Prentice-Hall, 1965), pp. 96—109.
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refere ce)o] ttEml FAsH 2 3t BAUENE ZebA olglold. BEBEEE oL A
2HE (1anagement auditors)-2 X% el fEERe] 4L & Ao gon] HEEES I
3 - & (program evaluators) & E-H w4 o) gEEME] F & A F3tE Aske] glth
AR fael A F38= AEES M doidte AEEY BE =+ nt@ny fEde] A3t
A =t BERHE JT7E BUREEEL BEld &M A7 RE BEIt 52
F a8k Aol ok FiREIY HREE QF3te AbgE (bureau-pathologists) 2 R
9] #5159 FERRA F9F Al-Edch o] 3ol Frste AREY #AF TA A H
748 -rAd ohel FTBRETIS ol x & BEwel 63‘7Fﬁ9l HgoE Fe deo| wAlgk z#v
ol21d Hmayl Sriffel TBHREEY 3 2 A =v FHFEE 243 234 &

F ol bm 9E A Ag gk
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2. TOIAGQH D} TE30]A 2] HIRA HER

Milisn J. Esman=}t Hans C. Blaisez} A 4] 8= #BIFZ B #% (institution building model)
TIOH S BAtE ARHBe s ot FEERS TASA = v o] BFElY
728 olRm g E ol Eul MEMMME 53 Ik (institution building approach)-&
BEREES AdA= By BE IV E ¢ Ade AEE Ay #HRE X Askste
Aol (b @A d ZAoleke HWEE Pl BME slaksbAY A Y WA - RS
BEFEE AAse #aiked Aok

WS dlelwl {FEEERAA suslool & Fosh B == FMEWIES ¥l 2

3¢

ro
NN

)7L AT Ghef ok @k
e B T MR Gnstitutionality) o) JEESEINOl = KM A 46 BT @
B eBie) o9l el (A B Ao ek, W

(10) 1lilton J. Esman and Hans C. Blaise, Institution Building Research: The Guiding Concepts
University of Pittsburgh; GSPIA, 1966), mimeo.

(11) lﬂ 3 SR EEEED S WA Aol st HE TEA EEMKEL Institutionalization (BEEH{LD
19 = TRLE@EHREESS T ability to survive, & influence, & autonomy, & ability to

\ ontinue to innovate, (&' technical capacity, @' normative commitment, 7 normative spread in
nvironment o]tk cf. Amy G. Mann, ed., Institution Building: A Reader (PASITAM, IDRC,
11diana University, 1975).
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BHEHE 18 = WEA S40 33 RS MMEK(nstitution variables) o} $14=
d Arlele 3, EXER, #E, HF 92 AE#EE 23k

D 5 A e dership) @ FHHE L HUREFIEEEE £HE . BHAAA fHuE
# oW g AABNT HENES 2R B 29 d9AAE #edte
d& T2 AR o SHHoz BEMAHI Tl Aeld e AR oz A
Z WAZES SRl dietd Fosty AEHQ Gy dAeE AR fRiER 2o

=,

2 HAFAW doctrine) : HABME WIS A3 A DF) WA SE HiE, HE 182 &
QN A AE BAG EAENS KM S EEHEG BT M% EEE
FE —EY AMzT ¥ F5 Ak

w)

2.

{

W (program) : WS EHS o] HE MEolth ¥ MAHMS (EEILA
2 Rol ok '

T Wil (resc irces) T ZUES HMol oA MY, ARY 3L BLATHY BEAC® M Iad
WHWE ol o Zahe .
5 MEHEE internal structure) @ NEHEAE KBS $Xst B3 & oo v Fa

o~
[+

)

St Aeldl, irlelw &l HEERS Wi, B REMFRS A, REEEEENS
RE)ES 54 Tol 2¥H FoAE Fks BER MR T2 add zdA
713 8l A FoE g8t

Sl A Bzl EEEHS S 4T BEolth. WMEREY T4 HFg SR

B linkage v riables)oll 3ate] chol 43 Brlz el

ol Zub HRH1E MM MBS z3sled sle Aol ohvx 2 BEE LEEMIE 2
Aol ZA e Aolrh. F WM 2225 Fx3lz 752 H38br] 95t Bhse
o] WBERRGRE TS oF ek BB E A% dTedAe diEEe 448 TGk
e 5ok LEERAMGE BF =v A A8 Biilel EEEse) Ayste Ak
s A+E GHEHRoE dhefof ot
it (linkage D= #R #3290 s BEifae HEAFRGRE d43e az489 #

SR
Foletz & 4 Yl ol F v AR el ¥ & lFh

I §248AY 3 B2 (enabling linkages) : SR E#E B T3 Q9est MRS #Hijel
W g FA S 2 7o kel nb@tkEete] MBS el

@ #BEAY % W (functional linkages) : #BERY M HEEEC oA #HE B0

= misEl BAlel Sk MEETS Wil th AN Al gli Mol SA T
Mol G 5 A TR EHE wolEel: WEL 24,
3 #RARY 1% (normative linkages) : HAURY MY EA R B HARWMT Il



gl 1 EEE A EMEY el ok,

D §#80 WM (diffused linkages) 1 Sy e ol AKM AMS) WA G 5
Ao oA el AEste Miftelch. AW WM Easel sl s el o
stol 14 mE Moz oee By WPl WEN HRE EART 5 2k Ao
o}

——t

<#BEREE>

B E %
B | ) |
v # | DEEmER ;
VE K B W | papm .| OEESHEE
v ® — S REHEE |
@ @ W o
7]')q 'gﬁ % 1% ! ‘\47}} H&E’JE%

3. [REI|o| B - EHHYRR ™

Norrian Uphoffe] #iffle] A = §7¥fE ) (administrative capability)-& JEse FHIHES
5 743 #ge2 e a gleh F A $BP9el 2t {7 BuRR (administrative process) 7 7iEGR
By (adm inistrative performance)¢ wH3beh. SPBIZ HEE A 44E 5+ Qe 1VBRD
BRE r 982 glE o Bl ES By b o

1. Bt ER
BE 2o FERENERS A (nputs), EHoutputs) I ZhRoutcomes) ol o, fEEEHF]
Bg oz 5o & B —‘E’:?}lql& Rol FHlsbE BAE b AL #EIS wobE
ol RIS waleul old A3 HEE AAsE AL o TBEENERE w3 FHEE
At 2 gz b WAL MER 3% A (financial inputs), #@E$:A (labor inputs}
‘23 YE PeA (material inputs) o 2 o B o gleh

HWE EEES, WE 5 WER BAS BV E sobd & ok BEAL HRA
B (rin-years) == FELEIHE 1T 4 ik R, HT, IUH S WERALZ Yk
el B el gz s 5 o

B ’7&%%‘]7} AEd W AL wetE wh pLEBEEARY UK, HBEHEE,  Hies

(12) ‘\1 yrman T Uphoff, “An Analytical Model of Process and Performance for Developing Indicators
of Administrative Capability,” Philippine Journal of Public Administration (Vol. XVII, No. 3,
Jily 1973), pp. 372—379. Uphoffe] Modeld] A & & 7Bl #3 EEREE EURKREERS
¥ NS AR dAR 2 9
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TRE, BEWRE T o170 al gt oled EHE vax HIEss] Leoldet, @l =
= HeRre SERY Aol, BEIHEE Sd =hE BRY B, ®RId 5ET BFd B,
HifE BEde) B8, BEETEEEd 3% FInY #® 55 TRt Ele BE
Z F
R 11 Biydl wFo] Hob wizEd HFRIF vy RS wdd 4EHE
(production « flects), FifE#E (income effects), AN oA #E, BEVE, Bog
W ik Bl WRER =t

AR Bl o) FhA ol E % Aolxmt FHERYQ HIEE A AT £ e AL ot
VR 1-3lolE EEEY ¥in(increased vields)E BEf7iEFEe] wuldol HET 4 9

S OEAR ORI o3e] EEMEY mbs WEN E s ik

g Re REHRELT AEs] 3ok shksiwl Fie] #Eel Bt AN A%
B ols o FREFA st o= AE FE 7 Aol ek ERNAFRKE
o} @Eholt Ukfol Ao BEhe MES A BUifiiEel Kol dold BEE X A
¥ orE e

S A 1 P13 BRE FEYRE AT A9 ¥ HkeE AET & Ak
TS kMK —iRpQ) BEhoE HE BHET 4 vrel ¢lvh. BoARy ke E9
PeEITRES 4 HTste] ZAe] Wz vk BUARY XIFEE dotrr] Siste] s @ il
A Brhtedd Eol we FF m Xikel EEERE S % = dE Aelth

(2) EB Lo ER

GE ke 2 HEE AR LY EREC] TEEHIA A TogA ) Al =kl 33 ER
oot LB ke BRES V Jbx 9 EEEE vel o8EE ¢ ek W SRR
#eol gl gegst klefficiency), PhBEME (effectiveness), HiEE (innovation) 2 ¥R (efficacy)
o] t}.

ol#l 3l vl 71X EHEE#EL FBUERY %AT(ocus of administrative activity) ¢+ {7BRY
B2 #:2E( ocus of administrative attention}o] &l F 7}A] @] #=sted TEE A
ol .

B B o) HARyel . {TBUEENS JBPTUE BElAE = o (SRS REERel o
REAMEE 7 & EHE ERAZ A9 [EEAEQ Zeln old fHd fHE =v BExs
A BifL (ration ization) ol o}, fEZARM:S] RBEE 1 SHREILIERS BRE TEEER A
#h (organizatit n) o] o},

FIERRY B - SOl A wt fTEAEENS HETT BEIG e mEAREE-S wasikel o
Wtk vt A HRE AL & dE Bl e el 33 inEhEHEel b, 4Rk
kel #es (FE =+ HEEE E#8Gmpac) =& i loutreach) o] HKeln ol& #3
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Y fRe BbETe) 8 linkages) o] o},

fFia B0 B T TRIERS BHT BHANY Ao EBEREL Ak o
AR T MRS AR WEE AT £ AE EHe U gl WA 3 A
AlE LS fES 2BE 24 ARk s oA ool SwE FoA Holok
T e RES M BB WS BEel o kel 399 |E =t BEE @
WeR 7w PEARERESIOl R olWle) wike] ¥ifel M AL (TEBEARE A7 9
& 7 BliEHe) o

it ML) BHAMO T FEGEEIS BT BN A9 EEES ARk o,
WL S AR B A BED Rel B9 Aolth F TEMEY Eite EIEY &

F(EF) o] et B2dtte] 3 Aol ol ZhRito] Al HIEE RHEM: (respons-
ivene s) o] Jkolth #HEME Fol HAAE #:2 (mechanisms for feedback)% 1
) ez ok,

FEY TEEENERA A3 Yo A4S Byt @R e 2o

<EmLe fTHEEH BEE>

e D
T T
. N $IH0
17
A L AL HEEE B. %A
. oL ogEf I
m_ o2& A& 2.8 %
;f | c. fiEt D. BRHE
B s oo | 1 BESES 1. RRFE(E
L2 E M 2. & W

() BRI ERS Mk
Upl offe] @R « E@Esiol A B8 LY BRS Br#Re, AR kY BRNE CEER
Z w1 Qo FEENALE ERdr] f3 AEHEAdAE Gkl ERA RS 7
oo - }n] HEE)LY BERe) ftBEMS B Lo SR ouA (FHstEE FWE o &
tha hE Aol o] fmle] AR BERel o
EE Lo ERES BEEY BERS ZAFstd Agste A 2 HERMGE o8 2l
Wre %
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T 1 -
_,Dn’) oy E B - ’

" eSS 2 «z;zq ol
FAED) | B | TRIE) i i | TRIED (wast mon
PRI “-E‘;f} 1‘5 4: . %—Oﬂ S u] lf}EEO "
PR NS §egss - SRT e
JEAUR {EM - R | -
| ] S—
L

4. TO2M 9] mtRbctE

Bertram M. Grosso] RE@r#IEts (social systems accounting)- #iffo]\} BIFEEEI) A

A A RA&Gsy stem state) T s}obln] Wad S A AsE Aol o) o] AL A

MBS 1% 9 201% @il BES 0o Bleldh o Bme @i
B A BE QAR HEBHEE) REE e EEvY 94 5o Ad
o g oE selE GHIES MEY MERELE B 31 Aolx e fhele
< fel Y} BREEY qAHQ REE vel FAL Ao o |

of MY Bl 5T HWRY AT FA WA o} WH
A AEBELIES F28 Bl € & g aAE BRY A4 B
Aetel AAE B HBB RET Fodelid o= BE Bew & gr jE
224 wud Aok

Grosse) fib® WHITHES =3 WHESC A28

o2 gobsh] des gt

(13) Bertram M Gross, The State of the Nation: Social Systems Accounting (Tavistock Publications,.
1966). Gr ss Modelo] M = f5ERTEY 7125 o] Fx HEEH#TE Hstd Bid Fuo

i S
A gkeh.
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T

BE Rt et
I8 B
—fikt 3l (general system model) o] 13& whol Eol: EhEgHEMIIES =ZA F A}

A Loz TEHrh F A 9ol st #iE(structure) ¢ E&) (performance) o) g}, o] &
el 2RE e mEe 98 theol B2 @ Gross: #HEERT MRe 29T

W BREHZEE A4 AP d2E = AAHRY 4% b2 Ex g o] FdA

= TE Bl R Bhd 24E Box jleme EigEd dRee zak A

dz& @il 23 ANe E72
(1, #&19 ER (structural elements)

@ A M(people) : @ B, © i
A el Betel = R, WEL B, FET. S8, B3 S 9t TR
BB AR AHY Bkl At e #E. KB, BE B 3¢ =
@ 3l ARy ER(non-human resources) : @ #iy HiE, ©® £BH BiE, © HEd o
CRES o
Wiy Higd = 13, By, HE, BRSC Zddd. LB HiEdE Be, BATWL.
FHE ol 2@ HiEd A EEERHY e BRAFEEY HRE, BB =L &

A
T AT

® 7T 1useHl(subsystems) : @ W, © BEEH B, © &k

AL A R, (2B Sol  ostd TEabch #SERm MRl b =% THHE,
HEY FEANEH ek, sk 5%, HME & 2E)

@ %iAE9 MiKnternal relations) : @ WHH B © WEH, © 520 poly-

ar hy), @ #Ef

W2 Bl Retle R BHEY Wl EEE dotol gk ME4HlE L THERY
ARG etwork) S ek, BAK BEEEIR So) [E) o1y o @l 2alch. @igd e
ARM 9 ELARM AEMST HEstolof gt

A

0

A3

il

g

b
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® HHAMIR external relations) : @ SHHMH, © BWite &, © B

7}

il

of #sted REojof Grh. BEEE HHOMATL T SEMASL LESC Qe
el Q7 Sl Dot AR ook gl
© MIEE Calues) @ MEy =x 4MY SEAME. © BBIE =% Wk
MEY e SRRy JREES ERERE, SRS Bk S ARdtozd Jo4E
REEDE S DI TR RBENME, LEM, BEA B¢ AETomM sl
@) ¥EWEEM (guidance cluster) : @ PRiMEEE, © ARG 2 EErlol ik
MBS sHste A5 BEEES WL detde REL L, REEEE RENY
BERS G - T¢ RESoF dvh A 2 BB el Retel & F{HIEM (support
base), ZBUE % (entry channel) $& A= o} g},
(2) ;E®. -2 BEFE (performance elements)
@ #KFEA (satislying interests) 1 @ RIS $RE (the interesteds), ©® #K, ©
RFTERE- ] B
BRI BRENE MBBKA, 2, HHE 2 S REe =3
o}

> A o
o

o

h
A

i

. BRE B
.

*, PRRE wd B, @520 %5, FHEBE, B S 3T A kT el
BEE ®7% BR. 7BHEY $E X8, MREH B 5L 39 ot ¥ 4

stk

@ ZEHER (producing cutput) : @ EHS Fé& (outputmix), ® &, © H

M o9 T A EHY e £EY, BE £F 5o FEE doddtd o} 2 5
shrh Eiel B MBMLE Jodsiy HiERnses stotgidh EHe EHol sehdd
T HRE KA AE, REHS] Bk EEERERE, BAY B & Aok g

@ MHAe |E(nvesting in system) | @ FHH, © AR, © TriEd, @ BHMES

Migel BRME HEHIE AL b, B4, BiHE B T2 EdE A wad,
ARl sgh %#o (RFENA A kel oh MBS TrMEl o8 #E9 oo,
AR RA = 8t HeE e FERE T5317) 43 @HEel o

@ 'AS| wEAYQl JEM (using inputs efficiently) : @ ®itde)y, © =&k, © BEH
B, @ AL iFEBHZ (partial input ratios)

BELRETIl Fetel = e debt A Z slern HEE Zolx gEsE Assger
el AN & HMEAE = MEEGet worth)e] w3 WMTE = HUSZEe s dodt
o} B{IEE & ME7®A (total unit costs) mE Mke] TEIA ¢e WABES A A

Bho] sholgh BABRFILEL £ HAEHKS EHe ES 23 F El £59
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e, B ARG g 58 2

& & RS B (acquiring resousces) 1 @ &8, & AM, © #%

WS ST B S0 BEY B KBS, BAk, WA S 399 mEAG. A
RISl 6 B el ADaTh M) BES WERE ek

© el B (observing codes) : @ AEHM, & B

SREL IS WHRIEE 2R kS, WE 5 9eht A%2 9EAE melel @
Pasg ol 2 el Bee 29

@ & @Ay 78 (beaving rationally) : @ Hflil) ATk, © fTEE AEH

Befiih) AELES shobelEl A% BHE - B (science and technology) e &8s )
£7ME wolo Wrh M AREE VRHAY MM GEeEd AeD B Fik

& 23 gEste woloh deh

5. UNTTEURO| $27RctE 1TBRENIEE

BB S ARG (TEUSS 19714 117 o TR 1T BeE{E 3z (Public Administration
Newsle ter) 54256014 TEREEEY =g 47805 (Public Administration and Finance
Divisio )9 &H-& 2t u} 9t}

1TEL 39 HMIREL TBUETIFES 23 s Hinel 0}?‘1 Eirse JA 5 W
Eatx {TEERIHRERE AT 2 A g AEY T TEENTEA LB E

Ee ¥ S syl fTERY BMEREL TEEETEES HEd @3 ASEY Bh
2 B B Aeoln ArlEol Ravse Y B frmel e Fsges 2& %
z3tz girh ol EE HEREEMEE RAE L A
ol E | W3 TEEEEEY AL o33 Aol
1 HE % ZREL s HmEel BE
BE 2 BE 3T HRESS RES doF & 5 4l
},
D R
2 RS B A 2SR AR (accessibility)
(2) ITHS mi®RY I
1T 9 @Ry Hufy (position” of public administration in society) & <o} B 4 $l+= 8
Eole oheat 2 Zlol Ylh
D 1Y deAs FH ez ozl BRMEENA AR e HE
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@ Am =& HEAned v ABAE B
B RIEEM T BEEFIY HE
@ L A B
@B &
el %1 EEEE e 2 Ag F 4 e
© #HE 3 BORREBES 38 #HEEH (central guidance cluster)
@ WA 9 ARk
& RBIBTT) TS
@ LR E
® wEE &
[CON- S|
EifFd & EEEE b 22 AL
FEIE B = GER
2@ BS® 19 B Hif
B BER I BT HABRE
@ FMS kR 2 #EH
B R o5& (logistical support services)
Ga B
Bfe] 3 s ot 2
D 7B 4 8BS o] (length) o B (steps)
D) W I 2 HITREY AHols B
3 BES Y ZEERA oM ¥gg Ho|lE i response time in interface with
public)
® A Pl
AFi(perscnnel)o] #e fEE = s 2L Aol 9ok
T ABR R (EER, HME, Bl 5
@ HE, REETE Sol F3 BEHGEL
@ B AFEM BRSSPl o AasHE
O XX R
BESNY TEMEAC %3 HiEd e o323 22 Ao drh
1) K pEE & (response time)
@ BE 2 Ft(availability, accessibility and actual services)
@ B o3 R

it
—r
39,
i

&)
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71 12l & Efi(queuing time)

Bl o] A 71& RFFe] B

(8) WHEREN

Bl ) (adaptive learning)ell #3F #§EEd = o2 e Zol givh
D P EFEEI L P

& kB2 HEMIBRER

B M el HE FERS RFEA (disincentives)

@ @ &
A5 Wl e

6. BEER:ELHES BFEHRGREER

el x A E FEEDHE BT RMO WEHAS 20 oleld 47 & g A
BHES Rzdtel 2L BEREEY THRES 49 HEEHE A9dos B
BIEH1S BHT & A4l 2 BRERHREL 24 A58 35 ¢ Aoz

A7,

thge Moly AL TERENY 2 HERREY SEHMS AHT Aot HEHRY
HiEh(pcint) & Awdshd A HEol e EHH EESL BEAVZ ded 548 "ot gl
r,"_ (14}

T #REMAY BEL w7 BURF RSl BBHIAY 5k (systemic orientation)e] B
?)f@}ﬁ% Bl 3t s far=lol glojof vt #EEe] #Ehs} RS 973z &
Al —H ke FAR A& (doctrine) =& 5B (philosophy) & @413 Eirdh= etz B
FEEHET (7 o) 2ol ole] Ae EEddchd 2 FHAKC 24 A48 AdE £z K
KSECE o] wbAdel S8t o8] 7} # e & ulA ok

Bt yEGHl S iR kst AlRERIQl BIrel BREES Had HdE o vza A4
A 722 ¥ 5 glon BUFEHEES HEe] KEITT & & A Aot ==
BB 10 Has BINEEEZEA REdA 7 = BEke ki B =2
Binel d2A Ak st A7dl v BRHEEHNLY FE3 580 Jads FEES
Ffb (sccialize) A 7] = BEJj0] Lo s =k

fo BRE BREES REst old vt BUFE#EHe #Er BAE Fde AL
Buhig §EEANA A= E HElel e} s ot BHEHESE el g gEE T dx BK

3

(14) ¢ 3 #RH] WEE £E5 olv] o8 Fe A sl v At B2H: RGE, TREBES BT
TEE BHEA 6/\ L, BETEGRETCHE, 1973), pp. 185—202; Suckhong Oh, “Local
/ dministrative Institutions as Development Action Instruments: The Korean Case,” Seoul
1 ‘ational University Faculty Papers, (Vol. 1, Seoul National University, 1971), pp. 159—173.
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BEEMES HAo] #Es R X¥ Lol AE BIRERES BAhEre HE9A Zolok g

Lok

BEEZe A glo BAERE siAsdt & 559 BES o2 g BHE
Eilel 24 FF A7l WA AY Fesd s khlvtE foloh zEnz Fodtn
UE €2 259 HEE oz BEe BUFERE RERAIE delet dglch

2 &EEMY AL AU E BUFERKS dEl] FASES slojof o, B
gl A st £EFBE L3472 Ehloutput) o] B3 BHE SAAAAk k. it
Hojsbe # Fdl oot BB EEHE B drld LAMeE HES Stz
L ol o doh VA A BREERE vebeid e A e Bk XEHe o
H dAEohe oefd #iEE TAd e T AL e 2oy B BEY sAESe @
HBEY Bl 1 & A2 © vhobyl MEEEE | HiEo] i Holol T A AP dolth

ZIotthd EEEE) Mol @AY 43 Al (production mix)e] e EHES A4
EERES 1oz ot 20 BROETel Tis A §=F ok ¥ Aolth
WREFlZ = MBS Te gl vt EE Fd BugERElel o (energy) & BRAILE R
galok B2 INE WELLE BT 5 v Aolth

EEEH)e B (processes) 3} Fifii (technologies) & %ha&fyel 2oz ghEolef gk 5
3 BEEE | LEI BKES g Aok Seh AEEEC AT @il Eol Bavel &
BEAY B ERe) J2sA &A stelok dhe] d@#pgel obd  ERAlel v kel ST A
HA v F ez gk vrker F zlol ok

3 HES| WE L] Fol fEmd Hhe HES REAACE T Ao HMK, Al
WEMES] BB RS, FEMQ BEY &S 5 AENd HEE SR%z A2 4
oel #EES s WA dotel drh ez Bl ¥ =E *S‘ﬂ%‘ i EE K
HHR7E 28 A0vel ALAES HAKES REAAT b HHaolz Bl MEES ol
AR & SAANE A wake AKAY HiklE#E (formal control processes)grel #
fe BAs s 74 FAE ohdrh #HiaEd MekES REINES ke ok 3
fRElgS 18 37 282 FEE EESE #hste Bl =% & #ad sddER
shEe]oF gt

BEE % AMEE AEFM (patterned interactions)e] 2t ghebwl  HAY
(pattern sett>ryol2t & 4 Sleornz WHRE —Hste BrERe o
ZelEE gtz Aol gl HivERY &R d4of 8ol o]l ¢
G Ha 0 —Hikde £ BT 5 ook Ik

BREEHE: 2o B2 HR d8cty AT 258 LEE EE S BYdAE
SB{Z 3B (conimunication channels) 9] 7] 2ol 28] S 4ok & Aolo] M REEW &
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N

i

G

rie

£ % abEo] Folok ¥ Aotk ez BB BHES 94 - 242 4 gl
73 A A ok ek '
D B MR BE  BUNEHEHE fA e BRS EHS gkt EEY #iE
8 BAsE AES BENSE FAT 4 A stodor gk R EREES (mana-
gerial capacity) & —##I0 2 B EAAF b9, Ho LES AN BIE - i g BB
AT HiXE AEMASZ Sl e vt BE AR EES o E HIEL of
g Aol

Bt e @2 R 2 4R BEhol BRESIE BEJI S molx 59 Ry EiEl 77413@% =l
78t uk-E-8h = (responsive) HHE HES o} vt HEEEE doF T BERLEY K
FFES e e T don Azo] Yelvde MEE At M5 ] v-e8 24
S gtek gtk zema Figlel: BMABES Jobd BEme @E 2 4 godd
BUOT B4le #BEsis A S Bk 228 BT 5 golok sl & BEHES
EEs 2 festdy BUPHEHE 222 =X B s BEBECT Sk g

BE LB A BREEHC 2 e AEEse) AT & gx ﬁ(“"] = o1 9
oDE EEMNOE AEMS EH, 5 €A BEZTA A9 ZE BEHE Gty
Higel RIEREE (system reserve or uncommitted resources)o] AL ¢l = Fof EWEEE)
(adap ive coping activities)o] =F 8] A wheba] HLAy ol v KB LS fiFe] o
A gt e ot EEES AR E ook s MR EHirrol A et BHEHM Tl
e flEE vl Fete ok & Aolrh
5 i PRAY ITHA P BUREEEIZE shhe] Bz A A e 280 A A Ard Bt
Mg AA4E sl FEG A F 22 AL opAlAg 2y Az Qg &
Z-r A Abghelzte Aelw Ede] floh ZHIZ BUIEHEHY #EdE Hgzn
EEA TBA =% HEHEY #HE o e dol 27423 -k

B BEHIAS REAEAUQl B 1o FEEIY) S FostE BEREAN HUFA
719 16835 RNMRS SeFEt sleort do] A ZAHAE gH Iz FEAZRES B
BEE o BRI EHE odstx AW EEETA F2% mHe TeseE g ot
b zElz 250 EEE Y BEHALS G (rationality), BIFMHY #EM (nnovative
drive) z2] 3 Buik#EF: (achievement orientation)o] 2]ale] Al 5% 2 3o o} dhe},

=
=

rlr rlr
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L BES RO TEEEEA At zedte] THElol e EAFEE Ela
—fERY FFEUES SBEste teE BT 1A A%

o) oz o 2 A A d BNHEHBERERS TRENFEES dstd dew HH
FRAA L MM = EHME 2o TYEe Re FE AEel —ikAY BRI (general
model) ¢l el -F#43teh. #f(sector) vtet vha A A QL RS FHEEES AA%se st
geoxE ZZrte 2y A FRgeteh ol e Bile] MASHE MAMoE MoE2

At {f R Bk ol ofshel MlE £ FEEBL MBI €77 deste

EE Tl 29l BUFEBRBIRESECE AL AT BUREENY BES =astse
—fke] PR3] 29 {TEE RSl 2 Sy B EIJTEY i (descriptive « prescriptive
modeD & o} 18 FHmoz Aok T Aojete BR Mozt oldfetnl v A
ojch. ol2d BERY BMlE F b T Wiyl i et
HW, [TBEIEES TR ool & Kbl HE HigkuE] 314E polor
AobeE Aol b BHENE BEAN AT R 2 TE - FHEE A g
o AE U4t EELEES] FHE Dolof by}, = 2EA dA] e F gk o)A
3R ot AR - BRI BEeel oA x KR/NAET AR Azetch. Rlley Bkl
AES e 2 JEAETe AT Hibkebe T4 P9 EfEde ¢ 5

L
fo
1
o

k)

EW, Ml TEREIFFELNE A4 T dAdv 28 k%é‘% o] Fi

of Eeojof sty Aolth. & F& TEE
A e BELESS 1 e 73
g #ifl(ccmprehensive modeD & Fzdof & Aoz W& ey AR IR
EsAdul LAY TEENE goF & 7 dde XEM RfFdE st A4 R
| HR-F BB = EE G #oEE AT B BRE st de] gre
Pl Al A1 A gk vk glet. of st AR = ol 2= kel AAete TEEBHY BES

—lm

= {int :gration school)¥] 7] 27 7}A&

K3
Fe] F2% A 5@t ¢
3

MR
U
£

L

oo
o
{o

i

Magatel gl is e e 7hA FEfEEES S B Boste &, BERE 238 oF
e A7 A" shvebd HiRY AHEeE F2 7Bl H7 AT 2E REE R

Bpo] e HEo g 787 oleg Bolryl = Felvh. MARd BB EH A
B HEERE Y EANEM S #igEe mEEE K BT we ZA st TAE 1Y

doF & Ao th

(15) BB (d velopment) ] TREEME £ &M (effectiveness), ThE&HY REZ (social efficiency), HE
M (adatability), AlE#: (innovation), # Sk (efficacy), B FH(environmental support),
15 B ¥ ‘autonomy), S (rationality), BEtIE Mk (achievement orientation), 4 HEJ] (ability
to surive), BRFEME(responsiveness), LM (ethical probity) % & + vh
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