94 R & OB & HE5E23KA982. 6)
Btk R o3 rhEHER BasAl
B 3 fE
BUABE fLABE B, PhD. (B AS)
. e e 19704 & AT FEEA 2 AR o] A
I. BHTELS B0 5% ‘ -
I SHTEAL) o ey Bl EE PREEE TR T At A5 =
V. SRl A iERn e 6 o2 AN Pehw T 4 0L el
o BT R A R B F, 1978). 22k AlCHSERS) Akl AT
- T =

A=

22
pe il

vy AdE dgoh(@Ad R, 1981 49
REES] i 259 =)L), EifiEatel AAA - A3 A - A AlA
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196044 o] =) =] At3)e] FAT ik = BrHE T A BLEKEEPIERT, 1975; #F
SF

& QT ugE #@As LA H * 5, 1978).
196044871 2| uk sl = a2k 28 %ol -3} 3| A Y& NEiilggEfk < T2 34 F

|
A9 ADHF 19806 = 55%6] olz S R AAFZ 1 AR x=¥F s1-E

3 1070W e} EAQTF AL d%F 4.8 3 Yuh FEY 5x sbAE 1970 At

%< 7l

239t} (World Bank 1980, 149). o]  HEBNAE Zx=e] & Ho] A4 (A

FAZ ik S3FNA JeEhdA | A i, 1976 : 768), MRyl HEEW = B 5

ZF,

pRA

i
o
2 e

[«
¢ 7 $2lA WAz AST A
QAo ovh o EE 434 F

Ao el TEE AReol 96 170dd 6 eb Soz 3T 4318 AFA Raly
o AT YA AL wow A v B AYE Ren F¥E ACEEH

T5Eo A ehSiEF ] A Sk & RIAFE A Fe olaste FEEAE TA
AehEEEe TH SRS ERBREE V) 1A Wbl 98 AFA EmELE =t ol
Husgokdeol A A1 o] & Hulntd BAEE ¢

»

°] olel &t Aol 7P BAFF HE AL Aw}
EES v 23 22 vl FEA LA

N,
o

7 3] AW - Ry BIRS Td

e & AdEs Ao FAAYE TR §
Bo) gy, FTEM, BRI Lol AFHN w AWA g shiste el F Aw
o9 oy AT ARE ool AF B SiESel) BREEEE BT A FH 5

o
gt Zee AR AN FEFEY BRE St =



AAQLe] H2t BERERE A
FALR o] Foixir}

5 AL 5 (modernity theory) o]} ¥
% (diffusion theory) '] u}e}-& % dF7} =

HEdle 9¥E

F& olRgdrka A shade] ohivh clza
A ATGAAQY AE, A4, VFL FA
o2 % KAPAT)E shgoz & a7t HE
Bifld ol A42E Fgou s &
o TERLE] ) BEERe] 2T B9E T4
o2 AR gt HENY 23E Fiel
A TGk AcHEER w39
degdor, ¢omd FEEAYAE AL

.

2 5 g4 FAse g 2oy pE Y
=] it g BERE v25R A6 datg
ql BAsge] Aty ¥ + dsh

Zo e A3 TEA aqldl AAg 29 K
FH oA 723 (BB ERBHHER 1975; Kim
1979) 7k AMA S oy A2 Ex 2qé
AME g d IRIAAG F25ARE
X0k A5 A4 sheto] £F3 =l A
o] watvh ez EiNiERIES 43He
2 FA5 vl dEA s 22 it
By ER o3 FE8e sledst oEe] HER
7kl REH S THste vl 2o AAAQ
AT 23R s

Eod 7 oleld B detAlz T &%
BN B A3 o2 d TRz AR}
I, BriEnkete MBS weH s B

#e BHe AdGTA sk o FEE T
o ded 2T GoE gades Ve
_/]:_

2
e ptErEEr BERA A% BEW WEE

! BHRER R Y AsgA £ME Long (1977),
Horowitz (1979), £BF(1979) Sell4 42 & g
o},

BRI EERE 95
Babrlol FA AGsiolol & Wi AEE
A Wod WA HRE TR
Ael e},

I. BNmEts e B

tEnEnke] N d-e A ARREAER DA
7] A FHYE FR OREREE g
RS T Aok e (EIIE 1979
o wel oY Fat fi@itE o1H
TE AL UE ALSA AFALe Y sE}
Al E wta s T2 A9 &5 uoko g 47t
el ghe} £ EREORe] A EF o Q14
Hel & o= Tl SAMIS i GRE ME
8] 2] 8ol F3HAA o Fol2t M. At&iE
kel el SoHe] AR A A= AREHE AF
A Ado 27tz s w4 (GIHEE 1981) &t
o AdE B} T gA 7S Uk
2 uh 4] (Romanyshyn 1971, 3)& “F&igit
7F it ERIRES M el ok «luk, ARPEES A,
R B R B B e B B R B E - T
< EAIP 3 Qv ol d A FHA
29 Aol iEHEE A xE & 443 E
A A dRe] EAFE G glod 2%
o] A A Ab3] Ak ERYel %3, B
Bolzte A4 44 L wiwbez Pvin &
T ¢le} WeEl &5 (Wilensky) ¢} =23 (Lebeax
1965, 138) = =M MEAIL 44S not
+B3 Welzl 18 #E5EHY (residual) o] R+
HIER (institutional) £-& ZEEM (development)
fEe E2 Asny v FAMdY wHus
HIE- AL3le] AAAAQ T2 (EE, HE, AR
)7t 22" ) @Al e] ofd] A Uzt
+ Yulata, AEA dAH FR-2 o ERE
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IRl i o B A B
#EE T Au ek

R Bl AE 4FHE 5A9 e
Fiigsl PSSR (53] MY 1FH e 2
Az shebeled ghoh ole g AL T2z
(Kuznets 1955)¢i| A o] E4ql w& xmgF,
2% 4| Al ~7] (Sheshinski 1972) 2 4l (Sen 1976)
s} o}wlul (Adelman) ¥ X8 & (Morris 1973) 2
LA AAN BT ATE AS, LAHAE 3
Z A= (Fields 1979) & ¢l & =7 A o
o 2E sbEtm vk F oE REE &ZE
< Frlete] ERL(W) 7 B (Y), M8 TF
=0 2 HEN ERE) 3 TFRA deE
thg3h o] AT glvh

S BEE, HERY

|

W=f(, I, P)

E3] o]l § WA= —HR £ (dual econoc-
my) 7} WAl A4 EXE fHI}E

o S8 ol 24 Y2de Axsha vk

1969, 46) ¢ EMERLE w4 A4 ¥4
o2 FASHA g 2 ol sHA
Al A sk glet,

(1) A2 HER KiE: AT, $948%F

=

o,
(2) HEER % EH : A
L5 5.
(3) HuBEBro) o BHA 3],
) LHFH R EA e 94 24
A BAAEL SRS HBHEN WEE
Azstn glehed o} HEEae

RS BEsHE vl = g Aol R

ol B A

=70]

t}, ol ol w3} o] 5= (Upohoff) 2} o ~ (Esman

1974) L T2}z wl med ol A o oF, ®HA, I&

248 garsled BATEite 8L

E A=xsg e, 191" GNP e

.88 olztm syt o]l Az FrkrEelAd w

2 £53 S« BAER FEt w2 3
1o

ARA =

S & pt@iEnts FEE 44 AL upket
o]l mrh AT, wdaRAql dAAA
o pEREEe BEs JAES AAE T 3
(¢f. &1 1979 ; 113—117; Long 1977, 3).
ol® Aol A zbe] EErEERES
E3 BAETS EEk AAE AT F U
Aoltlt aFo|Ax Zu A (Portes 1976) 7} =
b el A RN BiR, e RS, X
ek ke A s 2 AAT AL Bkl
43 FAR 489 + & Aelwk 2T F
5 o] Al 7} EHdlA FE S

ehgate]

o] 22 mab

1 o e

529 A

= Al

M. #AE A3 FteREn
gare) EEN%

BRI 3 FEel AEHER B
BEHL g F A SR AHE 5 gl
o} A WEHel A FEEAY F=Y A3 T
24 89ld #3 HEE Aoz vEHE
Aol SAo] ot F FEAAF FHEHE H
(multi-dimensional concept) ¢] 2} & (Mosher
1969)-& #sled R, ALEAY, LRI 9
dol A 7yl $BEE AT Aelw oe
2H £ (1976) 8 71 =9 A (Kindleberger) ¥ 3 =
= (Herrick 1977) Sl BRERES N+ H



By, RLEES, fesy [l TEHes 73
Az AXg v o]&H ZAE T e
Fo Y9 A T2 499 Ao Y
ATl A AE 24l FEiel vk At 3}
2 AWE mashed AFH & FAgke] wot
o, BT oA ATl Ae HeY AT

234 29¢ Aoz 23y & HmE

BEEEEe] MM (Alchin and Decharin  1979)
 AHIAERBERY £ AHR (collective system) B
% (Micklin 1973, 3—19)ei|4] #Ald oz 2
A= BEE FE3u=) gr)

FHkawryel HEal A LT T 24
A E AN Rl ek YYo= %&D‘r
dl 3o e}, FEEAd A d7TE
A2 A= 2 7hA ol &4 ZA6 A&
Ak, FA AN Fug Ao AF
T LER, EFRN BIdA s BXF3le]

WAl Al 243 F2H g4 s 9
of s FLI wHFE 7FEx Zslg o (Kim
1973; Galjart 1975). o %7 &ML HFd)
A3 ZAl 9 AT e FEY A3FERd 4
Qe Tl A Q4o FulE 2 A (Wig-
naraja 1977; Havens and Flinn 1975; Sandhu
and Allen 1974).

Hho] ol 2 EHUBE ol F
9 A% PA 7 LT 8 Ve T
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4 52 309 W= 4 45 29 43T
27 aqd d8 24 JFE WA A EE
1

H

a9

rﬁh
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976, 54—68). RAT9 o] BA Ho] &
gt 54 4 ¥ AuFed 2q
o] e 9&E THIH T Axgonsy F

o BABEEERZS ied A4 L 2stste
ol 7l & 5 g% Alejet

B EERE 97

V. BffigEntel A% nLEREER
BT Ak
1 sato| Wik EH

AA A 2A WA o % FEEE FACE ¢
BHBRS A3 o) 2L oldlL2ol9 A
9 Aolz #AtE 7ol Taksh wAL 24 3o
gt} (Haque et al 1975, 4). Balk ohel F&
A FAILE Aol AR FAolv Fx A
& ¥7 43¢ BREE 34 & Aol A4
o} ? 3= Eoudlz] (Rondinelld) 8 F% (Ruddle
1978, 24—25)-& F&A o] B FE T &
BHESERER (“New Directions” Strategy)®e] 7| =
A9 FEEA A4 M AYd 2d= B
ZE a des FAs Yr} ol EL FEEA
Adal el og ul 7hA RABFT stE 2
T4 841495 AAsLEL

() RFEM BR 2 A%k

2 By HA 2 A3H A 84

@) AdzA s #4-2 AT AW, B 'R

@) A9Aq ZHER (TP )

A9 v FHA ERBRES BAEEoR XA
" AL E9 (Lele 1975)7F otz 7t 174
EFALAGE T2 4T A3, AAR
FRESE dA2 dAse Aok x&E
(Foster 1973) & =38 wEA 4 £
3E A= A3 Aoz KERL

2ol FdAE B3 HEN EL B WEM BI kR
£ BE B TEX 85 A4 A9& AEAd d
2 F 4 vk, (BEEEES 1982, 391—396 {=)

S alA EPEEBERNE (USAID)Z AWtz & el
BAHEE TR RFEEERN ben FEe
FYAHLE FTed I BEREE A4 R
- BHDRY IXH $EE A2 gk (B A
% A& Rondinelli and Ruddle 1978, 24—27; #:3ui
5 1982, 388—3913F=x).



98

B, BEGCH), #RER BEY #BE 55 A
e, ghiAAE=l BEEAE (1975) 0] Mmhg
Al AZagld A FEAL FAAEZSH
FZ AL vlol] Wz, fEEES A3 5T,
Hetul o] BEW 2R M Fag A2 v
aelel EFEFE BE 2 BRZEs
TEGEE 8= F840] A = At
< $5S FPF o AF F=2v] 2 (Gold-
smith 1980) £ o] &} -F4}5hA] 22 F 33 7
g o B REIREEN #E BUFBOR iR
{EH, ERBHR 5V 7HAE 53]
et

EohE 99 d7E 129 AsTay aq
< TgHon vEr|Rv: HEERC R
AFH RAEF sbstn gk £ A (Fliegel
1969), AFS-(Sandhu) % <=l (Allen 1974) & %-
o] R (5s Toid =24) 2 EEiedll

A}&ka

e}y,

bAoA

HEl 4549 dFE A ok Ak 2
2o FEYSS dAer ¢ dTEE RE
(1969), 4 (1970)¢] H-F=xA6 3¢ A,

& (Kim 1979)¢] £ xx8d 33 a7, L
(Moon) % (1969)¢] HfZB e A3 n3-E o

AR 4 94 Aelwh
2. Reto| RtakiEs) ER2C! MK

el AE ol AATE o} o] Fele) Bk
Bk BBl 2% ATAAE 3o ita
iy WEAS WEE 9% AT 9A %
aoh, ol ¥ Fad 2qd WA W
2 Fabsbl g8 Yhe A R 23
4919 M BRE $UHo2 BRE K@
B Bigest ol etk 6l AR Aclgm %
+ 9 A4 e BRAcld AT (Sandhu) o}
Fal (1974) 28]Z F= 2014 (1980)98 od+73

}& FAo R nAsus}t v

ARTo) el (1974) & EEe IRILE RtmE
Hom AAste] EAR BHE(FAFE 2
st HHEBE (EAA (2 FAAAA) ] of=EA
REMez A dests 454 es 24
gtk o] Aol oslwl AR R ¢l
b qle] & Rk Bl AAe g
53] 2FAE A ZiE

3£5)

< vl A e,

Hele] 7hA i d¢E ztevta v
FEA0£(1980) = %8 Jel Aekg 59
FL-E st R T2A wqlel FEial
ol AgA FHF dertE AL et
2 W82 Al E B D3k Zo] sk + gl
< Aoleh

1 READ|X(1980)0fl 7|ES8t SREpHEEe] Wiy ER
RR (= Hrxtol 2/st WA(L)
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| sme mwn

dakd Semme)

7]— 7&- 2}

F FELv] & A
]

Aol AP ERY BRE ny 9o
B3] A vhSEEd A Lo BERE BT

2 £ g (ERBERIT AR fRA
AR AAH gdgcte A At Yok
olel ¥t HERBRE M= iEREHEL
HR(5s) Fh £ S AR, KB =
a6 5), BURFSl (BORM X8, MRS #HES
8 71z2Al SAdl ehg Fa glvke Aol
o} Rahe] @SN TEEs SR &5
=, B2 igEAe] HES BB 2ITE
shRBUF BAA, ARA Aol A

A
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AgE ERBHET 2ASAGE Aol AA
Ha et

319 T= 2w~ (1980)0] AT =4 FA
97 Ve 104 BEEEY BHASHE 5O
Azbel] whekS F Aow 2 EEHY —Le
AL vl ok 2 Apdelrl, zelv dord
AZA AT AA7E b FET BRM =2
Polghs A 2 897t 2 sl

=
g A
=2
W

oAl A

3. Wbk mE 2 FREBO 2R

g wel el R WETRE el
R ko = MR =} g Aol
SR ERRE EEEINE EERE I
gt Aubg 58 ASE 1973dRE By, H
5, %BS Al A dA FEoe e U
of 4oR ALALE A9E FAAs Hok.
53] o4 whSE WA SE wet sk
BRARE REFL ALAGE A B
EHRE IS HTE ShcH@BE 1976,

AT ®E Frh £
TAE Ao vet 224

ol n} (Adelman) % XA

°
wx BERERA
AdTelA ASH
% 9¢ Ael
(Morris 1973) 2} 1] &2 (Needler 1969) = Eia
Ry, HIEER RIEAA,
opoulos) I 31F%] = (Hinchliffe 1973) = #ERY
ol fel A, #t(Hong 1980)-& #¥E, B %

A}t 2 2 E 2 £ (Psachar-

CERR Y RBRE =y SUBEE MRE RA
# (linear) gl Ao 2 RAX L A ek, AW #H
ey, MEW @ ez ERBEE SAlsrluc
HERY Ak #EE 2dUlE dtx, 3E%
PAA AL T ApgAoln Aol AHE A
A7 5= glvke Aol R sok T Aelxt

BAERL BEAR 99

HIEELS SRAA 7 debe] AAA SEel B

A 4ol o] B JEPAL e AFHow
AT vk 1 dFEAs A4 F7h 2A
2 B A o] AA FEo wtel D2 Ao

ok g ZFHEA Albeta v

od e FAA A4k d LEAAE BR
HEle s el ol AeHEEN EER
o @Elsh MEMBEY deelve 22 23
Holvpet AAksl FE Aolzhn w

V. BNmELL B 3 RRN
¥l

goll A AR A" Fel ol
A TE Adsl wAeldA AAIAL (RHRKY
BES ARE =kgr slke] vl oksitm FHAl et
22y RQ T AL ¢l o] A Al sl
Avnt 328 3724 298 vy AAAA
28 #4357 g8 S HEAHQ 72
9 o] 2 =& FYEld TadAQ FEEX
o BHFRM MEL = staat gt

Eod 7ol TR iLEEEN BERo 2= W
Aol A3t it EERRBY B A Zxse &
AW, B, B, A% 897 kit &
A ZxHe & BE Y STEEY fdE
Tastuxt gcf o3 o7 A3 TEH aql
£ EBHRER: SR AdAd Ryow AR
dlE F=2v £ (1980)9] o] 24 =9l #ER
TR (Owens and Shaw 1972; Lele 1975)-%
A48 4 g Aeleh, AAAe Y A T
q& =4sksta (B 29 2t

A AdA 2yL 2 Rk EE S-S
=€) d, A, A3lH 7iuh), %, FHA,
EH 5 4xAE ok

Sopo] g
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B 2 Sl M sy Wy

RRikel A ® B
R
b3 W l
 nmE® |

| e |- ol

o A o] Rehe] A
bl FExY RE A
5 2 (¢f. Goldsmith 1980; Rogers
and Shoemaker 1971, 275—282), o] Al
=9 YIS BRAES 59 FUL $UY
A Ayl FaE AANE
2 Sehol ggue] YEEA A 9
Aol g Se A, 2Yue Ba:
el A A P D O
272, W52A, Y )l LAYl
98 Wobe 95de] I ¥ 4 s
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ks ko] oh e} fERe] BAEEEEA A3 BE
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7b A7 el S R 23 BRY JTE
AL T ow Adud EAR K#Ez £E
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