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g v B2 A= FAe AdsA Aol EAME SAeit
AN DA Z& 8ojite] FAlA Aozt e F et
e Aol FAHH FHY B Hrie dAE AA v
(feedback)7} ¥= o2 olsiste Zo|th thA] Datd, ol g HdFH
A ARG thk o= A& Al (policy problem)7t SlaL, ©]
Hol & AHolA oyt HH FAAQ FAEY FRE F
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gy gHste A 2 9ot B o] ATH AP ECR
ARE F gle dES Fistn Aok 3 WA dE8d AP 2 &
L EFgdgdolrt. AlAdgte] B4 FHollA AAAGA =2 FHAY olad
o] (interest)= U s}st= 2
A, BAA7 F

o
rlo
Hl
N
lo
o

A

w3 ) dATto 2w Ao s EAEC] oAl Aa ZAHEH
a8t la, ol uEke] WG = RIZEeA wEs A HE Zd]
=tk web o] Al=FefaEe] Fofst A g7 o

2 2Rl FANEE M s MY AFA

4

t}H(Campbell, 2004; Stone, 1999). AFAd @ A $o “E223 F3” sl

A RFAT AR FAe] FAHI Y APk ol e g

N ABH FAngee Fdske ety 3AFYL Adster
o

A 7E A Futel gk
F WAl AT FHo]l29 Aoty Cobb & Elder(1983), Dye(1992),
Lasswell(1973), &€& Anderson(2000) S°o] #Ex o2 FAogx A& 7
JolA EA el o] WA o]Fo]Am FFA, AR LAHHE &£
) B-F5=3 (outside initiative model) % A3} S HAlstE o]gd el uist
o, NI £ vt 2ol IrteEER 2yt ol Fox =7t
AXE AHF oUMEHI #F I HF de FYH (mobilization
model, && W¥H2d)o] o AP Aot Bk F, FEIF WA BA
oA S JHAa AR Adgt & FFAIE He= FEHE EIHCobb,
Ross, & Ross, 1976). d& €W S4A A 27olg A A 2 AHFH

o

A 5 nEe AR L9 PARAY ¢ FrFEw At 8 F

1) Lasswell(1973)2 AAZAA 9 THAIE T4t d=dl, B E(intellegence), TH
(promotion), A% (prescription), #%-(invocation), -5-&(application), %72 (termination),
Y1 3 7Happraisal) Y GAZ U+3 3tk Dye(1992)9] 7 5oll& #AE<], AL
g, Aesty, J8, 28lx H7FRE Ura 9o, Anderson(2000) % ©] 8 B8] &
AAZ], drBE, FAANH, J&Y, FAHrre] o2 vy et

2) d7Ad, 713Hsle] g tiste] oA HEATE Fejrt o] FoR|A] &L AF3elA HA
2 7]1%Hglel Ugslr] 9 HAEL "BAA T "B HYHE s e
A3 Yk,

3) B A A AHH EollA WHAH2F (Internal access model) & FUE & A7t 444 =
BANEAL T AR FFd A HA 2= ve S
oy, FRUEe Aol FAZGAAA A A2 F e AR o3
TETE SHgAME Hsitta & 4 it



MHI
@
oi

stol Hao|M, &4t 12|71 HMEHsk HH ofo|C|ofE FAMo= « 97

ok ogAls gael olth 71Ee ol 2ol e HaA,
2% 09 ANE Ed PAEPAE nEaE AP

1<
FEsAI R, W18 (2010)°] Al A st kel felvEtet 2E w7belA A
Aicke] e F2 e FAAHE AHEE Al P SAeAR
AAA L At AAZ #ESe] FAULEE MTete b Ao 7P 1A
2 s A2 el v dEe AEela, O BEe R v 9 g

A= A5 BA He Z-%7F Brh g &o] B FA 874 sl
Me oo AbElZE AR I A ofE Thol=EERl e AT dBve
Zlo] th(Weyland, 2006). 4 28 Z(think tank)7} SHE J&g st 7
A FEo FFolA olgd AFr|HEC] AHAHR o= AbHE 1L
st Wsts Ak ol oA olsirt rbestthd aE T & A
o= Atl7E AR WolsAAn FJPE = A= ofdrh Ao syt
= /MU E g 0] A TH(“divergence amid convergence”). 2] =79] A}#]
=Y 3 A= vl FRAHRJ]D o, FA U, 71Ee] Ak, HP7I
o, ol BAA, HA g <t Fol AT HA HAE Walete aa

mlm :L

o9} Zo] Atsldgo] HBgstE 1, AlASY M=, FH o] £
EY A} A=mE tfEstr] olelE B AEAEo ﬂ
° Fotar glom, o]elgh B A Ql(abnormal) gt & o] %
A3k =lejztkan gle Agelt) ol vl Birkland(2006)7} ©]oF7] 3= XH%
o]}, Kingdon(1984)e] = A7 (focusing event) 5o =3t = A2 ofy
ot Aoie] FAAE S A EHHQ B G FoUTh
dHocRE JAHUS A uE 9 B4 IER g ‘B9
A3 e AR A AR AT BANENA ZA] F3ot 7bssk Al
% K (reference case)® S7Hs 9n|gth. $H-E FH} At A H& 2%
2A7F AARdGeke g2 delF ddeo]l oA A xste FHE EAAA
olgt7] Hoie 23|y 1= HAFH HHo|th(Weyland, 2006). =243
B 52 f7)elA AAAGAANA aFHe A M2 A4 de 2
g 0] 7] woltt. A O]'O]q‘ﬂ(DOhCy idea)®] ©] X (transfer)@} &4t
(diffusion)= o]m] 1990t ZF8 Aso] ARk, T o] g Sgdws}

‘u

-

F

Feluetel AP/ REE AR BT KDD, FFRANAATY, BAEAT
gy 5 AREA7 B FHA0 GBS vk 2 5 AHFAS, 2000). WA, ¥
gte] FRQ B3} §9 5AS] A5t st Gl
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o A% W RALA, 10 AENAE ATeE FASY 2 B
o Qe AR olE@ o f MEelth B ATANE FA, A5
gol Al cloliold] e EEg Aoz AAAY AENnE

A = de BHES AAELA g

1. oM, 24k, Hoto|r]of

-~

Aol olHdH g4
st= 7k, 23]
politics) & A3} 5
=¥e FH9 o 53 S#(convergence)oll F2 Ao &
W) Aok e SllFEdA =ARE Z2 FAHRIY g
(Berry & Berry, 1999; Wolman & Page, 2003) && t}okgt el <5
(learning)ell © #Alo] Q& %3t} (Stone, 1999).5 o] A& t}aksl Fofol A
AFHAR L 7] wZel o TdE FoE |7t H4A] AR A=
Folo] oldxm FAts oz =R gt TE8E Hllss 4T + Ut
A ofoltol(policy idea)E 574 #AETE oyl AlA HF(world view),
o]d (ideology) o A B Z 218 (program)7HA 2 Z2lo] o= uavhd,
u2 o] A ofojtjolrt olHEm EtEE Aolgtm #HE 4 ok
(Dolowitz & March, 1996).

o Yt BAlo] 1980de] FFNMRE A&Aew 2

= A #A (international relations)$t H] 7% 2] (comparative
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1. %4 ojojTioje} BHAY

1) A3 ofelyoie Hojet 234N sk #+84

el deolgoly FejFo], F2 A=FoA BAAA FAS A3t
= FAELS 2Ft ALY o](interesp)el] e AHS FHCR FAE
olafisi ttt. olsk= del HT B2 dakso] HAZYASC] ARA A

5) g 2 A oAl HAo|HI T FE FA Z2I (innovation
program) 2] FHEIF & AW B2 AA A “F A Y EY T (policy network) e &H
oA ol H k. AN Mintrom & Vergari(1998)€ F4 79| w718 S AF-ahaA
ogA AHA UELAF FAHFEDL FIgdoz ITHHJEAE dFstn o,
Wolman & Page(2003)2 9= AW FE0] TAANE F oA ALA M= Tgdle
7Ve F R Y EY A (information network) 2 AR 0|24 E& B3l o
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o] o]ejo] ol ofojtjof(idea)dl] FFa Wol FALZ AEst=A o NS
Zotgkth. M & Shxtmith Aol URAT, H A ofolrjol= Fofo] FH oA
o) 2] o} <d (paradigm), A Al & (world view), T+ (norm), A (belief) & =
=19 (program)& ou|stH, o]E5o] BFAAHAEAA ik A A
AR JloleE A FTstAY, DA (egitimacy)S HoAdAY, AA=o=
A FEs ATste d9ge dvn FodH i ok (Powell & DiMaggio,
1991; Wildavsky, 1987).6)

A ofoltjoj7t FQadt ol f F v FAS
o HASste ESAUA SollA F3 AP 4
= 7F Zbed PE fE& A

i)
£ on
2 o
w0
S

g (filtering) 3t o3 AR HAAEGE & de= £A7] )
Blyth(2002)°] @2W ofojto]= olggt B4/ Sl A A% AR
Al shtbe] AW A (instruction sheet)®] J&S ot WPd S ATt
T gkt

A ofeltjolzt 7HF f+&3tA AHeE F dE EFHAY 482 Douglas
North %-& Herbert Simon ©] @dl= S 2= Aoz th 224
E3H (complexity) 2 ol & Aol FAZHA7E AH4le] o] 9 (interest)
52 B&o] FUgE = Adgd disiA = AAstn YA E/A (4
A= EolA Faw HAdArbe Ad=ge A7 4R @ved Al
ATk BEE o] AFolx olojto]s Rrgle] AT oz FIHAHS
== F U

stA R A F ofoltol = Sk B4,

&3t (Etd A, 2006; Beckert,
@ FAAGA 52 PAAIE A

Z 7 o] A (inflation) 2] 3ol &=
ojztE 2Holgle B AS Fd BAStE WA tZg o] A (deflation) ol =
=231 A3 gE AP AAE 53 AU|FLANS 25 Aol AA#AR H

0lo] o

SRS AlololA FA A FHo] I

Aldlel] me} Hslels F8 FA F ALS ofolroj= PR
gk-S n A th(Spicer, 2004).

6) 4714, QA A7kl
BT

-1
SE
ot F
ru
oftt
2,
=2
fu b
o2
‘?(‘_‘
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gog He ALy AE
3 Fd Aol 71 elo]Th(Hall, 1986). |k
FoM e B FEE Adsta, 9AdF AT 5 3
= © o¥" FA7IsFe] dadd A
£ Ao|th(Blyth, 2002). 20073 A B Za}<]

7] A (subprime mortgage) A= o|n -rLﬂ ﬂl"%Ei B =A ¥ E(bubble)
o tig olok7|7F Ugtsel®E o' wEe WeA kden, 4

Aol 2008 $1717F A4 HIUE W= W%ﬁ"’%“ﬂ Eﬂr*éoﬂ grold <14
o] iAW A& vtz ol B o ot}

A oteltyole BEEAA HoA BAYPAATE A A 7= st
1, ofeltiel s B3l 9AV1E dAAs] 9 REfE wEs 93
o] A oa HAPLrLe] 1A 774 (cognitive process)o] L3}
dste]l AAEAE “wATR Fostrld WEe AsE Fe 7;i°] o}
wolth(EtA A, 2006). <t dEo] 1980 tHFE A &HHol HE
a7t st FAAIY B, el AREA] st Fo R AAA o
< Az dE o2 7 73%%]7&?7‘”% Tyl el

Efo /Y A= S EFA]H (hon-performing debts) 22 <l
aff A EA7E A2 ‘5}01 1”/‘r oldl B el g slelA dE A

A (stagflation)
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= 9712 ddstn :rLZ:7H§4% @5t kA, AAlE9 15?11-:. X]7]7]
o2 A otolyolE A stAH(Vogel, 1996). ut2hr] =
Z(context)e] 2L ofolt]olo] Mzt A& 123 HiA (rejection)S ZAH
sl71% sta, ofelt]ort AEWstE fg MR WHEgs Fxs|E g
o}+.7
AEH o BIAAHT A otoltol= "WEe F sle #A Ut 7
o Alemde 2T F gle EAS 2SEd S V& A =
OFSIAl 7| AFS|A Mo HWA dvh. AEste A= & HFIHde-
legitimation)= 529 EZ4ddoz BHEY, JAZAGAZR stoda 7]1E]
xﬂmﬂ 27% Kl 4&737&2 B 7153 Al @ tH(Campbell, 2004). ] we} 3
%\l—j_ Azt AAE AzA st FAHS A
7l BAAARZA7E AAANG =7
= M=E& 0}01‘”401—4 =<
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olte7} &5 = 2 AXh(Sikkink, 1991). <17, 1990t Fuk A
A 2 FolAlop AT el Al 71 de] SEEY B FJEY
ofolt]ol = AAfFFP e, AAfFe O}OMOMl utet A9 71A o
Aero 2 AbFAIMH 73}, W, ARAA F4 55 AR e 94
8 3] (Washington Consensus)?}  =#]1%3}7| 5 (International  Monetary
Fund)& $AH 2= AAEAR, vl=, 45 59 A5 48 o] /HE=
A7ke] gy 2 AHAREEANA A AR H S-S FH ofolryole g

Fae A dRAow & F e FL dolTh

2) 3% ofoltleie] FATPee 2

A= FE9 Aole AR T B o] FAstE o 7t Q)
ot webx] FA ofolt]ole] JAL e wel FulEa vk 1
oltjol& ol" FH=E FHAZAH A JIFS F=rF? NdZHd AdelA E
w, Campbell(2004)2 <1A17 29 (cognitive dimension)Z 94 24
(normative dimension)o|A] ©o]G A ofo]tjo]7} HAAH o] Fg&FE FE=A
EA g A, JAAA Ao e ZEadey JHTde s Foju=
ojltjol 24 HAAGAEC] oH 5T S T F Ue Aol ©A
ek tickEe WSl E A AH R FoFe A48S g E’}‘H A At
oM e | FAoly Mdezxn ZAAYAR stoda FARANA H A
o] B E BojdolF= Zd oW (framing)e 9 StAY, FHAQ A
Aol A LutxRISoA +8& 7Fed 184 HAE AallFe 339 FA
(public sentiment)e] &S st} whaba] FHA 2de] ofolfol= oW
BAS FAsk=H oA FADZAR stolg oW =YF A9 A
Aol AErtd AgE ZEE® JdS Foste 98-S dves Aou
(Bleich, 2002).
Hall(1993)& Hrt} #Az oz 371x HHo g ololrjolzp HAMo| JakS
Fottt. AAle B84 48 3?"“’\1 ARG A7} 3
P FAdA FAEHE B8 + A siet 919 1970
e AAANL A
BAE HslA = B T
34\94 A= AL d=2 & F U A4
E349 dA3FgES dest AATE 98-S st YA AA dest
=& tHGoldstein & Keohane,

O

o

[r

o
il
AN



102 « "FFUAT,

1993). AA, ok Z2E A= mdou Faetue] wdle FAHoR F
AL AMdsted Bad FEES AFste] Foh webA FA ofolriolg
Aol Age v e agor oHd F gl

(38 1) &3 ojo|C|o2t HAY

23y
_________ 7|& M=xlp
| SRS I NS pYpT
M Hzo| 7| 8 ofolciof ——>| o
_<|3_|7| ety kst S&
=HAA

1ol a"AY B stolA FA Aoy AAS7I S 22 971, A
T Adrt gle 5448 5 71EY FAN AR ddE F gl BA
B2 1 AT Az FIAT AA7INE GFsiAl7 n FAZG AR he

F AR ABAS BASA shiu, BHAY seld FAEAS A
/) AR ARE B @EREd ddAE 44T Fol Ann 2

42 AE o PN 9% A F L
A, BeA A4 E ololtlols] Aol wek A% AEE AL

2. 9| oHy L

a2 oled A ofoltieli oftldlA oj® WHow o] 4
ARA} AASA HE? w3 o wpgor AA ofeltelzt AR
om oAHEA AEe FAWALY WA, 21 FAATAAE
2 top-downel A cleltelE £AUT. GEA A7} FAs o

A (transfer)2} gH4kH(diffusion)o]th. 3, ofo|tjoj= A¥txrloA 7|Hdl+=
Zo] ol AdA = ii% 2ygolgte Aottt A& 5 Peter
Haas 7} 3350 oJ® A A Q1 A4 Q1A (epistemic community)®]

oy AFAzrt g FAAH o =dEle A olgEA], AlA2Y 9
ZAWE A (good governance) T E1#Mo] WA T} A LA o Z AT
Ha AE&y e 3, AAFFololrole £ Fo| HEAQ A=A B
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T ZZ7}H(supranational) =X =7t 2 AW FFor Ay
BAbsta ok g H o= O]xmr grbs FEs = g4A &A
2010), ot E F NES FACE 7]E2 top-down Il
HHE 7|2 3o}

7}
(3
B

o

= 2o
ol
i (2 go

1) A9 o)A (Policy Transfer) % FAF(Diffusion)

Aol oldolel g 9o <ad 1>oA HE nie} o] olojt]o] Zt
AR A2 ofoltyo]el T3 GAA doluA HE ddo = thekdt
e E W 9oy ti7l Dolowitz & Marsh(1996)2] & el 7F 713 Lddta o
2 &Y a5d wEw, FAolHdE Ao BELdA FE FE&EHUY
A, PP xA, Ar Fol B3k A 2e] CA7IY DFAoA AHEHE AS
onlgtt. oAl Eetwl FAZAR A EEo] bE IUbdA AFAHRE F
FEAAY Ha de FAolY A=t A FTtelA st dEE

Zolgle W Stoll gFstE she HF L uldte Aot (Stone,
1999). ol v AF=rie] AEAFES H3I g5 Dolowitz &
[e]

Marsh(20007} A Ask%o] 48 AZE Ao opch. L@ A7]9 23
AR e, AR nE SR my AR, aelw dRe] ARy SE

Aol @il TFAT(EEE, 2010 2 H2o

%
AAS} ng L 520 4d 2 A 59 8050 dAde Aol
= FXA7]= acle] Ha ok
Evans & Davies(2000)2] Ao w2H 7]Eo] AFATL Axgozy
Bl oA, fHAE(European Union)Z} 22 A G FA|7ke] oA, Ay
2] olA & A Aol el thak (multilevel) ol A dojdt). A olo]r]of
il

o] o]Ho] dojup= Foke A EE A obrt thidol AR 7] &9
ToAAME EX=7F 2 FAFAY o|H, oA, w&

AAZA, AP H, TP A ITHA FA, ALEAF A, S 2 F
F0Y, AlA (taxation) 9t BHE G2 5 B HHZofdA ofeolr]o] ] o]
o] o] Fo]XHt}Ed Dolowitz & Marsh(1996)2 = ¢ AEA oz AN =7,
A Fxo WE, FAs A Te Ax, o), ofelto], Hx, /i,
agla AgjAbe] Fo] oldH Tt FAsiH, BE Feoje] A ofojr|o] |
Jol| xgddttn B 4 At (Campbell, 2004).

) Sl obd AAloldw BAH AT $EF Aelth ofs) wAW Fue] A7
o 7% 12 13

e 35 (20100 248)
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Evans & Davies(1999)= H & ol <9loja Fx2<Q1 29l (structural
factor)Z} & 9] AH(agency)S ©ldstE Aol HHMo|Hel EAL old =t
B QR-acle onistn PA=
Aol A =71 YR8 QlS onlst=d o] F 89 1+ #A
£ olglst= Aol HHolde] EAg oldlste dAdoltt A <F el
FZ AASE Ao Qsted 22 A9 B4l wdo] oA

713 F-Z(opportunity structure)E #ste 9&& sy, FHF
7H AMAZ AAE FAATH, A4 7] &
oA o] J&go] &A= Aot MAst= Et d
A M2 AY7IH 2 A =S FHA e o] whe g
AN doju= FAWMSIE ol wjAR FFo T2

ol 3 ¥l o] of &r}.10)

2 A g4k (policy diffusion)e] Md-& Aol Ay AMEY 77 A&
22k A 7FA o 21} A 8] A 9l (geographical) WA & o = ¢ 33
Md el FAeldolgtn & 4 SUthlD upgia] HA A ozt &oj= A

HAAY vlu x| EoA vlwd B2 Z7ite] FAFH d4S 24T o
A= fd o]t Elkin & Simmons(2005)4Y Weyland(2006)2] A 2o u}
29, ZAGLE 27 Aok 2 FAAR @9 (unit) A7t Be 9
g Wol AZ} FA ofojto]lE WolEol= A, BY AAZAHA TS
gt P Late] P wrol wrolsol= A, & AAolY AEE Ao A
o8 e CY dAx B Ao wet 2 WolEole Ae vt
S F AHAe oo mE uf, 1990t FHF Al A3 (World Bank)
ol gt&l ofmlg|7} I7FEAA Ao AN S Bste] =9 A
s AFAAD o] Aot & F Ut
upebx] G Aol [y gAkE JiEAd FES 7| 7F o HAIRE, A ol ol #et
A, kel A E4 (wave)H
A AR R =YE BHA
B2 w7ksol E]isH Hue

L

il

fr i
R

&2

o

ox

)

Lo

Ir ot
>

lo

S

owa F
a
>

-

9) Evans & Davies(1999)& ©]213t 2/ 240152 914 F%5A (ad hoc community)
9] ggte FAIsIH AAold U EY A (policy transfer network) S F33t}, ojW 539
TE EAEAE Yote] A MEY A H Y oo Fadt s dri= Aot

10) WiFadld digt AL ofgof MAUF FE& Fnd A,

11) Stone(1999)2 &4H(diffusion) o] & © HIAPEAR] (coercive) ] HG27F vk ojopr|

AT FYolHm A o|Ho] EAFRZ MHEYHe| FE3ittu £th Berry &
Berry(1999)9] 7% o|d# ks A o=@ »m glo] /gd oz Fio] oy}
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Zolth 71Ee] kel B ATES TAMEH AR oz FiHAHoR
ST Zihe A Z7E 2 Al i Weyland, 2006).

3L
=4, 2 B2 45

ha B A

2] 2~ ¥ (clustering) & ©] &4 Hrct
(Simons & Elkins, 2004). =, °] % A < & 3} (neighborhood or regional
effects)Ztil E2]7]% st=dl & 7oA Aled A=E Ay ZH2 57
AHTE vtz o] J7ldA E=ddE 7tsAde] Avtkes otk AR AlA
7t AAE esdd= Fe g
Aoz oAAA I Tt Al

=2
N,
)
o~
rlo iy

2—15_:! = 1= 1_J/]O
A8 A&EA v AFEG RGs At BF Ao HE ol =7t
T 4= AT ot=2dEy, A%, EEvorslen, O vl gtk o
s M= 34E A ZEv okt $-F ol A tH(Weyalnd, 2006).

R Eto 2 gl gake kg Jhed fAM S 2eth obFE A
& AAE 7H IR ztelde] h7] wpEddd A A FAke FAFHE
Zolt, WwolEols HANA =FH FH o
= 7 g o 7]13#Ql ofelrjol= AW E ©]o
WA doe Aol Wdst 22 AlFF#HE E(New Public Management)
o A AAA gite] vi2 1

2) oAz} gite A

agnd Aoy ke oug RS
AL oldE B3 gFe #H 2 £ d G
g4 Ade o Bile] ok F&Hem F INE S ofeltolg] top-down
Ao #AA= 7 vk B o|H# Fike] AAA oA
detedl =2°] "l Evans & Davies(1999)2] <ol <Jshd A
Aol Af BAZRATE AAY FAEA Z2 Y FAE
(recognition)stA] ™ MZE A ololgo]E HH 3t 39 AH(agent) &
ste] 27| = (search), WhE2d Ao g fs) dad A T4
Y5 71 A9AE Fok(contact) AAG FHEHE AA =W, FAolH
E 9 A (policy transfer network)E E3] FAAZAel HA dgEES] &
T AAE A A FEE HIevaluation)dte TAIE AH ZAH, g
1 HYste A2 AXve AEH F A AHAG S AAGTHI W =
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BAA Aol AgE g w7t B2 25U THe] b E HFE st
A o2 A"k (Dolowitz & Marsh, 1996). w

A ApdA Aol AAH FAHES AT FAAI FIEA A
Uette 2ol ofya ASHH AF5AH R FAoldd Fofetal H ol
2UHEE A "o $ivele] 19979 AAIA AFAL S 2R E
TA &7 Fol AAFFIA M ASFE MGPD Aol vtz Al A
Aol elddTda = F 3

Simmons et al.(2006)2 ¥ ¢l “Zﬂff} ste] Aol =W S FE3HEA
7t Ao Aol AeHow AREHE Zlo] ol n oEH ol 1
A A AUEES FAS 7] MAYEES T8t de=d
A SA AT vpe} o] ZFAAQD gitolt) oW At =
LTmER g ALlE| 2]
Aoz 73 FxE AFIAY =& AdsAY, & FA 7T HY
T-(nonprofit) & &3 YIS Pt Aotk wl=oly FHAF ] &
AE 7712 O}Odl Fa 12 A =7hEY FAE AlAAREE dubele
Fo] £ dolt},

E5= A (competition) ©]th. ZFA| A<l Al =
H A A QL WHelnt, d i) fFolZeoly Aet FAMEES A%
;‘3% 5‘}’“ a5 ‘foﬂ e shA

(e

Azshe a2 wopsolws WA

2ol FARAES] o4

[

S
0 AL 4HE %

ATl AT e Lomo;u}
A= &< (learning)o|th. A A AH A1) A B of MRS F
ol&e A ZIdstE AA Aoy ofolyoie] I B = €

°of dez Ao IS F3IH tvE I 239 AH

12) o] IFHEL Evans & Davies(1999: 377-379) ¢l AAHA BALE o] lEd & 1270 344
oz FAHY gt AME AL o]5e] AFE F2E A Ty AxLEe] YIldE
o] AL A oA nEPog APA BALS gdgog zg}r/}. AA 7 Rl He] )
AL FeA gAAH o2 By FE Pr?w:fdrz—q] (uncoordinated) ¥ °]th(Elkins &
Simmons, 2005).

13) EE o] o]&L 3 719 xéi“”‘;”ol AEY AR 38l ¢ f’é% WA AY AR
9 3o 2 °ﬂ§}§ e 7Pl 448t itk o] 7ol glow tE 7o) A

WEl 48 WE olf7t Bavat
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=

AHHA A gt 2L APA FEE ATt v 8% 57171 €
the Aelth(Elkins & Simmons, 2005). A4 FEA e G&o] wj¢ Fastn
FEFHol Utk AATFAQ FSHAA B W, JEFES T THFS A
A| g5 noem, FAAGAES 1’417]] AAAR  FHAAA A F
47 (cognitive shortcut)= A&t FH - JFH0 F7hd Al &

71

At

2l "(heuristic) <
7%%?& 7 A 9 tﬁ" —% U7 ®tH(Weyland, 2006).
T ﬂr AFs] A %L**Z«MW 7191 %

f K
o
=
N
12
[o

> “HU
°1~
6?

= 8
=

Q

=

o
3

FU

i

>
Ul ¢
2

°
N

o uz e QU]E‘ 7}%141 Zﬂ hﬂr. kA o] 7o
o]

X,
1>

f
Mo 1o fo o ar
o,

o, o\
OO

>
=
o

fr o

aku, vl= Alzbmete] A
A% ANY A2e FUE P2
A EWe Az w, oY BaHoR o S(peendtn AZHE =
7he] Aol %S e A5= Aok ddd AelAd 234 (psychological
proximity) 024 E5¢] 9o, A}, Fe Fug kR e A¢ 3
gilo] dojd 7Aoo AThE 7
AEARoZ Ao oA AL

l
>
m
%
AN
v}
i
N
o
2
2R LS

B0
)
o,
o 1o
rr
2ol
=
o
L
ry
ol

Fie ofd 53¢ BPL Wk Ao 44

71 R REd ol glon 1 PR goew ojw FHE NFL

A ge717 44 gk o, gAe] oz e BHUF FF o)A

BAe] WEE Aot Fad AAR We=n gov, 4FF AL

55, AT AdA4E, 2L ARA, AA, e e A
S = 7
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ole] o3} 2
2715 Aole
9. de 5
2 MAF aelm 5%11171? 5 Ed AAFFe olo|tiolg]
= 2Aze Axs GAo] AAfFFHdon +Ud Aow o4
9. old@ gAFARe dAdR B FA50 AAFFA AAL A

FELJX.%
oo e
ML

i
>

TR AR A=t A S 2 ® A ARHo|A R AARE fAMS
Z9o] thokA (diversity amid convergence)e] 23|18 © AE5ZHo] & #F
ol th(EFAA, 2006).

agnH of Z& FAotolto]o] o|H I} gilo]l AL AIE 7R 27
LT shARE V/} Fot A5 7HA oAl He AL7? 7H A5Eo] de A
< A 4 F7rEY e E3keh AR, A wWEs FAEke AlET
oA AZto 2A, A=A wWgow Qlste] A olojrjolE gk A=W}

@

o] ol ﬂ?‘s}fﬂE}L Aotk hEAQ 17do] A Al =59 (historical
institutionalism)Q1 ] ©] 59| AlZb2 A ofojrjo]7} ojEA| 7]E9 A=
Zo] WAlF o] =R (embedded), 18] B2 ofo|t]ojrt EHPH o R A=
Wl duh dgS FeAld #AAE 7HAWEA FAT A 9 A=W
< WF dHun FAg o] 5d ot FA ofeoltjolrt dmphyt IS
FEA MHEA R ST dilM e L9l PR “Fad Axd
37t B A ofelto] glolw dolubA] sk Arolgte WA dd TH S
BT sttt FAS giiiEe] MRS AR F A ofolro &
g Wz AHx1A <l = 2 o ATHBlyth, 1997). ol ¢} 2
Azt A ofeltole AERE YE AYste 98 XE T 3

N

rU

=

rlo
o,
it
e o ¢

2 AAR FA3 Y T AxWsteE dojdy. ofo]
o7} @3] A%e HZ(addendum) FEE ol HolAE ¢ Hu Y
dAste SHHTE AFE7IEG £ 6 §e one /Hdstr) o] Fol Aok
gt} Blyth(1997)9] 7% Eot A& /dstE f1a) ofeltoe 9&= o
=3 o] olefeljol gt FRITE A, ofeltjol= PRI o] A
o] MEAFLE 3 AP dexAS AFsed du ofoltole &
Z3le PLAAES] ol BAE A A (reinterpret)dtar 3 9 AE o] BAl)of
g N2 ol HAE FEste 9= It oAE =W, AAAAl AAH
T ofoltol= 7IE9 AAYHAAEH VI, =7H #5, FAQA F
FAPAAEL] ol BAE AxHst] M= 4 et QtoA

e N
ko

)

o
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Azl & st B4, ololtjols F43% F A 9 ATRSE FXA
= 9= sAN, B Agdd A P AWy AAzxd
(prerequisite) ©]7|= 3ty ASFH A=Wyt B A9 A=
T4% BAARA Z2 718 A= Wt o= 3t AR ofo]t] o]
7V AAl xR ew EAst ATt o]y g ofolrjo]e] % o
=38 olelf o E Alxe H&EH fdoem HAFseE & 5
S (FA 3, 2009; Blyth, 1997).

(38 2) & olo|Clo] HHUZF

Hx|2|H /M T 3ol
(=)
MES / Z s}
Ha oto|C|ofzt otoljc|of E7HAt
e M otolc|of
N EbAH
2zl x| —

A ofoltjoie] A W A=Wl EPA JdS ol etr] sl
UM AR AR S A Ao EAMetes A o] HAY
o] Aoty A g4 Al =9 (sociological institutionalism)o A H=
A Rl 4 A Ze olfE A7 7 79 TFA ZAY
AAtEe] oleltyols E o] EASH7] wjZolth(EFAA, 2006). &
o FAFez By HXAE=AHtop political leadership), oFeltle] ZF7Hxt
(idea brokers), 18|31 &F< A (public support)7} L3tchal & F Sl

o},

AA, A e AZRHIE 93 FF olojrole =L A AFT
gz Y7y S84 deea Aol EAstr] 4tk Krasner(1984)7}
HelE “9 B2 "(external shock)e] F83 F7|E AFsHA FHH 7]E9]

7 A 8 Alme] EgE fFEshe f”lolth(Vogel, 2005). o] # g &
Foll A A2 oteldols =7k A=A 3 A AA 7AH BEFE S
AA B AFAQD hA e A4S sl H= Aol tHGoldstein, 1993). 7
AAZ=AE2 o8 ofeltio] 7heHl 54 ololyolE AHstA i, dA
o] FgS ofoltolE 3 V"R A Ze Axste] A EA9 A
g A=wigts 23T (Bleich, 2002; Campbell, 2004). Weir(1989)&

=)
;

o
=
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n) o] A AE#3] 2] (Council of Economic Advisor)E2] <& Awsld
A, X}°29474 Al 14 ¢k(liberal Keynesian) 1521 o] Eo] 1960 th o] A o
= 2849 AR Eoldg WRARE AMIY FH StelA = FH LA
%‘l%‘é’}‘?ii Hlwd 228 ZA2898s Egusite Zojth. 4 &9
745 1980t FREFEE] A &E AAACE 1993 o] ARG Azt mE
FAA B A7l AR E AU Aokt B s Z(H)1GER)
:l

A 40l AARES ckeIolE A n A% B AISE 49 2 3

dz = =
Fol Y71dE T AR Ao s %'GH JE?_{:OEW T-4 ] ] |
oAl 259 /MY S JEsiA 714l Evd= Al
=

A, A ofolt]ole] AFAQ = 21 ﬂ(consolidation)‘:— A= A4
7N 2t(idea brokers)E°] EutvrE FFHo Qg
213 FAAHY s HFote A wixHeEvE Fad acdle|th
Haas(1992)= ofeltole] FA 259 stuel A 357t 252 ZH
22 dHEE Aol ofeltolo Axsltd Fastttn  FAgtt
Weir(1989)¢F Sikkink(1991)&= M 2& A=st A& dAst=d oA 5
A olojt]ojo] FgS Hte “PHA ZZ"(administrative arrangement) =
1o A Axgdoh vt A9, =5 FRete] R4l
MEAsaE gz oRe hEY ARANN BAFAAD, 3
2ol AUAATOIA A ofoltield A4 ANFEl AAz AH EA
w5 FEo ARNE S FEaATHY
WA, bz A e BFe AAsb Fas v)

N rlo

(17

2 Hx A=
2 AR A A2 ofeltiojrt F A B A=t dFA ol 53
A Aoz AT HgE TF AA} gloew o5 A

= of

Mo o

B 5 9 sgol weld Fute] §ITh(Weir, 1902). 8%
defel e AP FuEAlolth Az 19904 Fu A
AR A2k 199098 Frel PelE Ayekel AAgFe 3
W Ee ololtoletn sdets 4YY HBs HFHQ ool
2549S ¢ 5 ok AT FAo] REAG £, 7]

of AASAE A AVlge @ JFEL T8

tt
o o 4 & 24

o2

=

o ko
ot
ol

e O

4 2 o mx X R
Wiﬂ o

=

2 2

=
o
-
ot
o
rr
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I TA] AR ofolt]o]o] B UAMAl H=
shitol ,4],311:}@;134 a =7k FEAQ A
AZ=NG YEHA Dot Yee(1996)= ©| 23+
Z13} J’VJE #}8+8 i (scientific  revolution)ol]

2 owe g T
A rg ﬂ

BA ofoltiele] &g

H]f-3lar A

APYY:

I\
AAF|A ARE AHY WP FH(Process Tracing)

B4 ofoltjele] o] W3} o] AT AEMAE Aot Fod I
2 @ohe Aol o] wEY Fgelth AW dolN E kst go| TE F
oA WA ololtlolnt A%, FAe] o]AuE BAeNA wEAl v
E Auge 2o ARE AALA 2 FE Avhe AL AWugw,
A ololtioje] ik MAUZG U B Q@A olslst Bade
A&ttt 2% FAe] oldEn FauEE Hgel U@ Ae ol gl
@ AR oW agle] Axwss 9d8 AAaAY AsleteA ¢ 4
PThT 2 % otk olsh 2ol HAoleltolsh AEMse] BAo] U @
Aol AFATE 37 @@Muﬂw MAUES] dd A ol s Fa

Zh, H& =go] | @Wol 5017}71] Ql‘c OJJJr{{rﬁﬂ ‘5
(variable-oriented) A9 © WAL 7IAA o) B

AT= olelg A
BEFe Hotetaat ste A2 o ARt 7|E9 o] Eo] FE A Fo]EY A
ZFFFodA  EYUH, F& o]E2FHH(theory-building)e]vt AAA Ad
(holistic account)= &3 A2 FHd = A7 dvhes A AHst= Aol

t}. Steinberg(2007: 185)= Ao #ed A FFolxt

)

15)

=
°©

2%(2009) 0] wEH GAlA AEF S Afetn Y ATE TR Z2 A
g =e Folry)7t ojgtke Aol

mlo Y

S|
~

M
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(small-N)el| 7|¥ts & AFWHo]l “’Rartel” A##A wAYUSE FH
drAolgts Aol Fosta dttn A At 17 of" Fo] “weikel”
A A Q172

A ofoltol & Aot ATy dFES B A @741}91 ofo]tj ol
gk ol A Frisy #HE AH{AA AT By wEed &
Aol el sF7HEH o8] FH(evidences)dl o & OF@] o A F ol
A7 A}TA wAYFZA i FERE ATt A F24H (process
tracing)el 91&3}12 9 H(Kingdon, 1983; Walsh, 2000; Weyland, 2006). 2}
@iﬂm% =dHTe FEALE Adste A WAYUSS A6
3t H o)t (George & Bennett, 2005). I3 FAHAA = A3TA = A
Uzs Jé‘é}ﬂ &l ArA WA Z=AVSER, 712 F(archival research), <
Y E JIEF 9 WHe Fsto] ddE AHE7E 7HA 2 U= o84 713
I 3o, agln ddae WAYSE oldstetl S Eoh webA a9
HAAE ols)sl7] 9l W54 (variable-oriented) A5 3t AlHE AT
R i) E

George & Bennett(2005)2 57 Aoy Aol dadA wAUSE

Aralet glold 5 24 (equifinality, FHHHE FRIG F, 53
FEWSE Agsttd dold dd AnA drke AQH, shiel A
AolA] F&Med] F2IE St e 1 o3 ARBAL H5HE W

of AFAAA ANFTHE Relth. ATAE | EHOE FEE ATAR

= ?";

=+ 71EH€}J1, A9l AZEA 4 (priority) el FESIHA], AP A S =
F U wegbd, P32 BAdHgo g AAzF oJESA HedH

Ard A, vE, QQER, vlangel B HREAM Fo] F83 AHO|

t}.16)

ueka] ol g FH-e AARA R 72T A FAP S AFAA AT
AolA oG A HAA o] doleA, oH SAR dolgeA, oAf9A ¥zt
FeAgo] dojyeAd dgd FEIF HdYE AT £ dve Aot
(Falleti & Lynch, 2009). ®3+ sl o] ko] QIAAAE AA|eHA HE= 4
TTAAR=Y <14 E(epistemology) ol = = A] kol FA AT HPA
T7F 7hesttke Aol itk AAl A o] o] FoAA e A I A=A w7

16) Yee(1996)‘” aeg YA O AARE SRS AAE 3L FHdof st oY
E Iq].,_oﬂ o}o]ﬂo}\,} /\L:l_/] Féﬂzﬂoﬂ 70;{4;@ o7 u] ]‘— oﬂzﬂ:ﬁ. 01—0]4447] o1€ﬂq.jy_ ;(];Q
FHA HIEA] o] ZolAM dgH oz & /S B FHFHE e B o EAY

4} (congruence) E|~E7} #WaE|ojok dtia FA3T)
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THT

of Fo& 7|&olER o2 3 EyHge FHWUS g dday
(causal effect) ATE A &sl= FH Hed = gles Wlolgte A

MEAdA dF3 d= F

Hate AASA T AAste Fdate o]

(interest)o] U A Z(interest) T4 < AW IAE =7 TIAEZ sl F
o TPHE FY AxwsE AYE + e 7IAEA FF ool
oo /g AABIES At ©A] FRFZHol U ff7]ddRt HF ofolt]
o7} fr&t AMEFR 2ole AL ofyh 97 52 B4 AAs
A GAAER stoda Hak A4ale] Fozl Ao A o9 Suis &

S oode Fue 37 AsA de

A BeEAs dowed dx Ak A cloltele sl FA B

=g £A7120% A8 % W ohle AN AAH A9 8 ol

A Ao A (einterpre) b A EE ah Wik 7129 FAnPoze

AE 5 gl 3984 So dste] B4 ololtiol: Ao WF ARw
Y

ek

A MAYEES Agdomn F o £94d 4¥e Asel dzh 4
A olojole] o]AF Satolt e WAL ta AFHALA ZoHE
Aok B4 Ade] 2@ P B AT At

gl AAl S o]n| Sabatier & Jenkins-Smith(1999)2 34
& (Advocacy Coalition Network) ©]&o|4} Kingdon® %
window) =M= ZAZxE Ao ofolrjo] xpAo gk w4l
P YoM FAR A <5 (policy-oriented learning)e] <l ¢+
, B8 T #del 9 vz E 4 Utk 2y o)y SH

N
1
o
S
o
2
B 2
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of Wt ol AT AAAPAIL 9 ol AL BEA, 7t GFES of
97l wREAe] U@ Aol @7k Aeh G4 clelrlel ofoltle] 1 A
2 oA @tk 33 2 ARNEE 9% 2EPS D ol "k weA
33 ofelelelo] thgt A4 olal glol: MBS Astd @A 9

B ofoldelst A R A=A ol FFS AN AE A7
AANE 25 ololtiele] AW S AP shte] ARG Were] oful
=Yusst FE5UY BAE ¥

2 A PHEAoR MRt ARG 29S BEE FH PYEd
B BgHFE AFAPL FF ARBA AU S @ ole)} u
=4 " e

R (2009). ‘g e TERIVE 711 Tk g et | 43(4): 1-18.

ol = t-vF F. (2010). “ZHAMA (focusing event) ©]F9] FAHE w3 o] gl )
WA BEE FAHE 2o AAE SR APy sty] wis
p=)

. (2010). "= Sl A3 AMEr HFAL
. (2005). “gr=ePgete] A Aol g vHdI ARE” re=d A St
39(2): 1-22.
A%, (2009). “AAH AmFelel Ag3} S -G Rd W2009). T
AT EAT FA|, 224-252. A& vhed AL
T (2000). "TFEHA Thd 2, A gt a3
shEd. (2010). “BAolHH Fataby A Ao wiy g~
2T AEE 19 (2): 245-273,
S, (2006). “g#otelt]oj o} AmSk fejubeto| A o] AxpfFele] afAt A
&= THOR” P =F,, 44): 1-27.
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