yBEAISIle 115 28 20034 : 415~439

geld Aol el oA el de Ad”

%

2
=
=

e e

B =R I8 . ey orld P4 AEE el deolE WelNg 3
A9l Mzt vzt geiAe Adel B TS dddhed =8c] Huak P
Fejd dedolgalde geiye =7 Yeldoln, thed] Hele] EAolr, 4l
AREn 2R AL oD gelgoln, Be e 849 4ol 1 A
BozE B Jldeld ged ddolg WdA e VHES S, W
ojzel 7, Age 7Y Aol wdse] k. FH Meo|go] Al Wi 4
HYg 7HA7) 9sAE FAROE BYA7t FRHeoE Nk FEE 29 &
23| wgsof s, ol RdE FAIL HE T THE WRIAT FAUR
o Ao 4ol P de A4g Yoz Pk A o

ZHO - g2ld Adolg, Adeld, gy, ATE ¥A4, 7IdAE, A A9 A
=39

I.A &

o] 2& HEA . FEH S oM A AES FAHY A AFEiMe
gl Mda duigosa geld Addolgel) glolAel Heldel gl oy g
dadhed o= F= 7|Q3nA Po

de)n ddolge] PAH &L T BoloA olRoiFedl, 1@ ATEL o
= AE oF \“_’-?414 AHHolite] wel 4ol &(formal theory)ol 7H7HE ZAFEH ¥
A e RO EHY £ kD ol sAESE YaAe £ 1P 7MY

+ o] =R HEAFAGY FTEHA AT st FHHUS(FAANE 1996-002-C0683). £ =&
YR P2y 19979E Auerede], 19009 19 g ANYET B, a3 FIPAEY
0014% SASEH o) DEEANS. DA FAY =HE 8 FA ERASA A =209, & wE
dejAdel Aol disl ol A Bversion)Be F the FFE 31 USE ok ¥k
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2 - KBEHBGHSIE 25
B89 59 Yol BAsHe Aol U, FAolRA Hold4E Thorat 24
delel g doMe - & sMgse Aol glo] AT HAHEH og
(adequate reason)®] 7] EE8 7}5A0] BolAn, dAF =2 HA A} ohy
7] WEo B4 e 7hed 3 54 7lsAS BelA dde Aneln ZgEs Ao
7b EBTh o] FNE FelH Moz 7AF A48 g go] Fao|gd e
ATERE F2 =99 ttog §012 meby Fu)A Meolge] dvh} AYA HA
S 7RI et tdt =9 AAE o] 29 FAA 2L ohg. gk daolae
A& ATAAES T2E AvjBozy, FuF Huolge HEo] ARA AT o
AHE AFATHE 2 Ao] FAUAE HEHo 2 wolg 4 Qg Aol FaA A
o8 THH HES AuEogA 48 5 UE T U Y A YA Mu
o]gc] W thFd vido] B BFAE PEH B 5 uke sy

o] 29 T4 t¥H ok A2PME A - FEA FdoMe A A
€ B HEolgd d¥sle £77 Heie A0 AWET o2 YA AT
Mo e g divls B A3ReNe Feld Mgolge] 2ze Aummn 3
23 deolgollAg el Mg o8 T& md YoM oz 7T &
24 Adolge R4 NEY FAE AYol2Y A AVAA MY A4t
olid A=Y A ABAA Hoo AAEF T4 dustn, g Mgo)
B9 7843 Ao B3 3 FES AAE,

lo
AN et

1) L2EZ2L 9% A¥ HZ(approach), A¥tradition) 2L Eframework) S §e)a A o] &(theories)
% Ed(mode)# FEITE 2o a2, Fel¥ Me H2(AE T Bl WHEH )93 (metho-
dological individualism)®l 2A3kx, 7HAL PFo| Mg Hehaly] Ao 1 P59 7|y o5 &4
= Hlagths 7P ¢ s RE 478 Jujsiy, gy Mg o] e sj9e] M) B H, 713
WL AR Rl P A7l Bt 2AHA AYSL odvjstn, FaA M o]E9 B 3§ o
&9l B8 5A3 Y44 A& (formal representation)S v g Ostrom, 1991), Z, o]&Fo} 2o #
AZA g2 de 28 TAUThE Rolth BE Fe)F MY dae Aol dejM e 9 1ER
AE F OE PAE AABAAY, 42 - ol& - Bdo] BH 2ie] EBe] ©=w o] o Tl
Hejol&'o)@ §2)3 H9o]&E(rational choice theories)o] 2a FAsH= ey dd H2g on)s)
I, FAH L] 2 ol ¥ Bl oujdtm, ‘YHol@'o] e B T opge] Wat
< olgd Rdg JAsA FRA 42-e o7|A By

2) 28 A2 2 Hholge FYAH EAE YA 587 =aHs o)A Z+=tHGreen and
Shapiro, 1994, p.10).

3) A7IM FAY A gold FeAAol Y HEH - FEH koo AtgE onjz AHE-E a8 8t
o TAY ATFHARES S S APHoZ AESE Ho| ojz YA oF Sata duty Exg

23} ek
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o8 dolga) QoM YRS AYAZE - 3
1. geiAdel /g Ay - 3 Xzt 384 Q79 A

218 ddo|8o|Me] §alA(rationality)d] /Hde 43T =L derle Ad
olcy, &M Qlzto] (2 #AY MEE T A= FAA ¥E ) Fel Aol
A sl Be AAH A% SouA o AL (WAL AAErIze) #HF
Ao|2rlE s RosA e AMolth ©A] QIzke] FelHolgte 7HEe] 4ol <
Y & g AX7 1, E olg g HAo] wrEEH g g it JREG /¥
2 zun Uy g2 ged AddgolgdNE QY o7 W F A
z29g E3) Zzde Roltkd 2w oy A Mol FAHY HEL T
Aoz o|gA Tt F Yer}? olFdMe BA e - FEH =ddA 9 FAA
o el dial =ojstn, geld Heojge) loiMe oled Heldel Mdel o9
2350 YehterlE Aurazt g,

A8A - PEA AdoNY g E=e Qo] %A FFd= Aol M uiw
Agrte] B3 Aolgtm & 4 Utk EE 7HF Ade =on sz @49 Akt
Ad B2z B¢ 41E ¥ e gonz, 234 499 woo YW ddL 7AA
e 4 itk o8 ZwolA %A AFsHe Aol FHotd W =oe 2t F
A oA shof shrie] B AWk ofet $g] AAe] ofE EAjoln oW EA7}
glojob dhevto] thE BHE o] U 4 e #dde wdgdn £ £ o 97
AE olgd ¥atd - uE U9 ¥4 A F P ol Yol T
‘=78 #eA (instrumental rationality)¥e AXE|(Elster)o] =98 FAH2E 4¥E
12} k5 odg 7hA gelAel Adel EAdthe AL o3 LA Yoo A ¥

=

i
i)

4) %) =K Friedman, 1953)8] £7%¢)(instrumentalism) 2319t 713 Al o= =9 @AYol o
o} Boie “BMAZ A realist)") A 2 YA AT ¥ty ¥ Relth(AHd TRt £
azoxele 24 £§ =39 uao] B Zcsule] “o]ge 1 7HYe #iAe) ot 1 ool
Au#nzl she WASY e daol o8 Hrisolol (YR FHH AN ¥V FIY =
Bo)M “ol& %9 sJAEY Y HAF IR 1 7HAE] NeFHoE ‘HAFH (realistic)o] 7t o
2} sjusi® JHAES A= 19 47t Qleng, 339 23 2E¥ A (approximation)°lyt ©|th
(15 ERE B3tn 7] HEolch) o|&rtEe] whEel ule Ugte) thy o3 ¥(ideal type)e £
Qe A9l Qpto] Holx wWmEE 2 olANolA HHE WAH fARH dFY AolRn A
2 glojof a4 F7E FuUd 4 flE 204 $4E HAsiMe g Aoltkeld disiNE Knudsen
(1983) #m). “Bd Hdolge] 7EAHQ Fale Qe FelHelge I3 ded 7PEeln 3
Ao M =AE SR Fed'e A8 ALHZ71%, 1996, ppd6-47), U3to] F2Holz}
£ 71Ae QA &o) 2SR Qo] ohJEHEE ¥4 49 AT AFY Az RelHos YFie A
oz Mztgle) 2RAT) RS 2d &olMe] 9] uP Tl Ahsolol ¥ Holw, ol
Falde) uge 247 . WA sZoM9) HeldTte 428 At A LEAA 2Y Rolth

- 417 -



4 - KBEGGRGROEEILE 250

23 Qeol2dXe) Rej49 Mde =74 AL F402 T Yoks AE A9
Aiwel A7} k. g2l deo]aMg FHAL FF ZHL BAsy] g FA
9 £2g Fe AP FHHE Aol

d2Eol mad, PAAe) PHE Fely ddoz 223 AYsly) Y HHA
(optimality), d#/(consistency), 1¥H4(causality)®] | ZAL 2ZA)7Ao} StHEister,
1986, 1988). #e|A /WS #4849 HF94Ae) AAYY T D& (belief: B), YA
3 £& &7 (desire: D), 2&9 ulgo] He £4 & M (information: ), 12)1
A ?l(behavior or action: A)E 402 o] Hysid chgw g}

HH4e (1) FA2e 22(B)o] FolAL A%, 29 A= 2RD)E 2247
= A9 foojty (2) ALY LEB)e F FRMAM 7 4 e HHe
Aoty (3) " FRMY F2 19 &FD)E TAY 0 HH o ot} 2= 3714
EH02 A Ug + Uk 9B 28 &7 WA E&(internal contradiction)
A @31, =G FolR W(B) dlolM, HHsA (FYAF A2l ga) 73|
7b FoE ZE £2D)ES AAHoE BHEAIE A PYA)E HF o 229
Y AL + ge &78EA 48 So ‘U7l vyl 92 2L Aolgn wow
ot 973 B3 $AHS JHAL Jke 90 WE Béo) e ASEm ofaut
d’¢(weakness of the will, akrasia)& &7E5L AMHo T WEAFE H9s A
X3he 79 ek Qa4 (A7 ReB)Y L7D)o s “Lnt
2.2 oFl(cause)H 1, T GA] HHo] oa] “gulE WY o g ofs|E|ojo} &
£7%0. wl¥&(Davidson)o]l GEW ¥e v E(behavior)e 95 H =
$e 953 3F(intentional behavior) & 9 (action)s} 31E S BojaHoz
ojFolAe Y&WF(mere behavior) 2 HE 4 Ut A5 H YT = 9= oA

o B £ N o

¢

tlo >‘E o8

Mo o 2t
O

ﬂ i

>{\J

5 #elAdel ou) @ FAx 4A FAHAA oAz gk Fa A GaE @l Ao &7}
AllIME e Edol Qo JBE d2EE P duld) g 7HE 228 1) AR+ A2E
I ckLevi, 1997).

6) d€ & ez g& #P4L =73 (instrumental), Az} (procedural), ¥4 (expressive)
A4oz R =73 Y4 A4S AHstn SichHargreaves Heap, 1989), 3}12)n = % o)
AR g Ade FE Aol 9 AN 5L 2ax RYAcks Ao & Ale] &(Simon,
1985)9] At Fejdue g Azto] =74 Felde dolME AgH - QALY Zgeks 4L u)
BOE & Aidolt o 29 FPTE da AFHE AT AT, oA T FA de] BN
© HFHAB\)E B & Yot

7 SAXATL YAstae 44 FAYsRe Ao] oo HIFHh RE AL uals X7} HAe M
oj2tn AZEuE g Y9l £3b0] oW a8)F of ke Bete] Mz 9 Rojck add), o714
d919 g de Brlshe ALY HHE ol%A Fe7 ghe BAZ A7 FEAE o A Meel
THE 71ELE Bk Ao| oh@} ¥4 A (inter-temporal) 2.2 Hrte Holt}.
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Hela dgolgdl YoM Hel4e AH(EEH -5

258 319 (intentional action)®} B9 =% #¢(unintended action)2 TEZ T Atk
(Davidson, 1979). 61714 9= 99} vlgxd YHe P9 7)4(description) %
Ao wl FEHE Ao, dE So| g Fojgn Hed AE FR 2% &
zgow ‘Aelolge 7% FeIME o P9e A= AUt =, &E Al
71& FoME vl s Y97t e Roldh 2, A=A dF F FAE oE 7
FolM woA sy 2ug Zetke P gEd 3 FEE Nz 3
goln s B4 FeE Muoz Hu¥ # gle 2L oiidde He A9 delA
29 710 9913 Weo| 2HE ojf7t YL F Arhe HelA & & ok LEH &
27} “gulE whgre 2 YE oprlatA g dEA A7l A oY WL uE
2 ¥202H TS Zoln A FAE ERF £ Jvke AZ Wl 250 B
go] HIZ S Fo} wEd Y e FulE FA s AFE & & Utk LR &
7} QARG o] ¥ SHbke MES FE A9 AL YU AxHo2 IFA
A= 9kd ol

JolA B MEe =74 FAe FHoE Adusted, d7HE HE
2A)7} QBRES ZEojof Frke A Yo 2 &7 HAA Uigol M dFHX
arstth. SR HEAF| TR S IS EFEL /AT AR 7)o T dBA
o] ZAlste A%, Mee 7158 AFHoutcomes)ol WE FHA2 A 3 (preference) 7}t
Aol A (transitivity), ¥4 (completeness) 59 ¥AF 54& ke 2= fidd
2 e &7 9AF =dd YR zFolol due ¥4 H(formal) 8T 9ol
£ Y &o] AAH(substantive) 2.2 ojWaslol wil FejAde B F= AL A
ot £771 wad A¥Y ABAL /M RE 87se A olF "4 RN
(thin rationality)®] &72ha, “29% $e)4"(thick rationality) @ 574 U89 &

wy rr wo

rlo

A

g) Molde ojel A Ao sl xF yuTH NB(FAEY 3¢ EWIAIL yE zHT MY A9, xE
(BT MEsolol gtke Aolth GARE BE gJoje F A WiE & T o= RE HEdheA £
o £ Alojo] BaEE RAAE YU W F Qojok Frhe A AP Hol4E urale A
o ugeldolgn dAE Y 5 QAT xF yRo AFse Y, xE A8 ofzte) £& A
2 912 Zojch MolAe gukahs AL, yold x2 717) U8, E xolA zE 717 A&, zolM y2 7t
7] Sl A7y AE ABFCOYE L Bof BFE PG E& AEsor ¥ Aelth), fAHe, ol9
9uto] vlgalHole}r| BTk, MolAT tiiol HMo] FAAXNE ¥ 2& & UA e x7o] Aok

9) 71N wake AAA - AMNH Felde AGS AlE(Simon, 1985)9] dAA E& AgH ey
(substantive or objective rationality) 7Ads} FEslojo} B} Ao o|nA g 2 Yexie} A
g =22 o nAY g Fade AxE T2 AYRY §el4(procedural or bounded rationality)el
g s, ol Hlsh AYaAvE Y FAAE 4AH FL A geldolet AL} o) 39 &
A o] shie olad AlolBe] Tie| m=yl d4e) Fely deolge Wy Ao Ao 71z
& ARo| ojla} 93818 FuA, A FAl 712 vke RE Bole Rolc},
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6 - ABBUGBEMEA1E 250

THE FHoE AR Ao Pk FE)A Muo|EoM Wi 49 “Ho9
24" (narrow rationality)e 21 Fe)4e) shlza 2AHo)m o|713 <l &}7j0)Y
(material selfish self-interest)e] #7wh& §al&oleln 7}Hs= Aot

Al dE W8 o= g4 Ade) tig Be =do] ZAHc 8 So w
=9 Feldel thal 4nzL10 dg Sof ede BEA 4o ujxo) Abdo] opd
REE FAHUN d3H gujold $ele bt WaEE 87 Y8 1eAe A
BAE vid oty AAPTID a2 AA | AFAN 7oA} us el Al
Foa dn 9w, 3 A AR 7)9AS AW &) oleH PHEL gre] A o]
B & £ Slevl? Ue-gAdl uE $4e Aol (relativism) =33 YA
A UAt12) $E9) The AlE olsjalr] YaME olHd FEE el Hogtn
=eok 812 4277 F8H Y- Aol waw 44 sele] Axm e ol w
& BEshe 4¢ Fedole 2E 4 e R

olld FaE - F4H £FolM FeEA Aol de) 2w TYsm 9x T3 4
BT = o] @ b ohal, elAdo] Bolojto) tE =ae YA Wioz
H2AT stz (8 B0 43 FIND 2BH-UL FEAe Feldoz N
A AN, B, AR FE3E AS FEHoE 139 oy galde Mde
=HH0E g 7wt ohe} B Aol HE §YS Husslds BFE3t
A8 B, AR Aol o= P9 YuS3G sh= o] FaEHoluke B big
A 99 WA “Wd3 EA"(conceptual problem: Knudsen, 1993)& =&z g}
9ol AF9 R4S Ao o= Fxe] FRE FPSE Ho| AH(optimal)
°olghs 2 A Raly) WRolth AR AN} AR 2x e A 83 U3
dof Brhe AL ZE FHE M3 JE #92 & 4 = Aolx, YRE 21 3
T WAL & £ Y' RS ohd Ho|th1d) w3 YN =3 FajMe) pue Aol
M AME Aol odAbAAY FelME 2EYR Bar YsoRe] A48
(interdependent decision situation)] AIY3GINE o Be Ak 973010

10) 9RL W, &7, 283 FH(decisions, EE H9jo) sjzh)o)ale 3 A BAse Felde Ay
+ 49- 24 (means-rationality), 22~ 32] A (belief-rationality), Z2-Fel ends-rationality) ©. 2
ol =948ta tH(Hamlin, 1986, Chapter 2).

1) 71949 QG £3o] npe3q19) Thte) Bao] gItpa el Hojetn 4 = Ug Aol

12) ¢} thsl-+= Hollis and Lukes, 1982 #1L.

13) o] FAE ANstw A2Ele Fu54el golre HAAe g78 FoiZl 43 e} AYEE A
A3t s Aloloq Pug $Hsol B 2H02 YAHT Yo

14) ol AFSAAT old 43¢ Ao 2 RAx AR BAz B A dFate) dde) g
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Helz deolgd oM Peide) NHAHER) -7

o)Atz o] 2AA . WA FZAAY P4 MEE TR FF HEolE
o 93 AAe AFiME 1 #Ao] F2 HFAY 24, AR Fo|F UVER &7
sl HAe P52 dertel BdAA Bt d2ee §e2F Mol AP 49
o] 2 Bo Alge o o FARE AHHH - FeH o] Y Folrldl A
Aol 938 AZshe AL BT 8 ohJ gn)st gk @t (Elster, 1986).15
agd Al Adsrlze FEde] ot APA - d3A AroMe PR A
B8 (helief) & LT - 20| HIE YolA Eod viske e wgeHoz FAHHNU
LA - 240z HAH YT dgerld BAol FAF Fitel & Aojthl®
getd AL A - AR A @S AwsEe @2y Aoy Fede dolA 4%
g 242 . A duidAg FelAdde 47 Azt AL sl Aok F2H AdH
ol29] A A7 UM &7 W& EF A4 FANAMREH o A 22E F
AA7A AY Aol et gl sHdol thgstAl Fse] Slch dE S0 AU
AE7l oj9A AHRA M3z AYdFestE oFEe FEF AHE4dE el E(axiomatic
social choice theory), H4=9] Y#|vh(prisoners’ dilemma), & Ao} Y(chicken
game) ¢ dolAE &7(0] A%, &7 MUY HE T ASFTZ dAH vt
Jdrhrl Adzes ofm &g wgdsin e Ao Wi /Mgl gk & F Je=
2 A7 gEAY HAReze #4849 ARE =&Ycn ¥ ot a3y HREY
A% 23 #A¥A AdToME FelF Adojgs F84 2 2 FETL %o bt 4
st B 2 2Us A AAFOZMH o]FAKAEE, 1993). WAATEL
oA Ax7te EHe Mo &L Anshke Aot HEA, BRG] AFdME &
27 el 3718 2402 o §9 7ol uE 2 2t ¥ Aol #HAH A
"olge] ANF7HAY FH F W HEo| AAd FAY A7M ¥& At ¥
9l uh ool dATolA 9o AFE uls} o] Axle Y HEE Foly I

e Aotk tEEe] ALNIAL o7 B9 HFo| AYs] o AHAE Ty HE A
ololgtn a0} s}, ARe) BEAe) wet oAtdA e BAE £ # e Rolnk

15) £8 ABAe gz 228 Ao BT ¥oh ¥, oAge} AR 2& ¥ o UL 99
o) W2x) ¢ A7) #3% Y E(self-destructive behavior)ol NF7AXKL o B #UE Bojo} &
o FAgch

16) 3% (Hardin, 1995)9] 2%, 9% 2% 2 £ FZYde 7AYo /AL e ARV WEE 3
Aoz Austn ok 0% ‘B BRE Dol wE (Y B AA FYHolgn ¥ &
QeAE 9Bl a3 Megol@dM gelAel sldel Arty tgstA olsE F AE7HE BAF
L F& den ¥ Aolth BE ¥Ae Aldel oA AAE AL, ¥H Aol HA(?) F &
U7b AMEA o]l@ wa(post hoc theory development)olghe 1% Ak o] HlEg of:= F= &
slobst ¥ AHo|tHGreen and Shapiro, 1994, pp.34-35).
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8 - ABMBELBREBOAIIE 258

= 7S A glod, AR oHE BEe oF F& ovle ¥4 - MU 2AF
°olY -& Wolde MdorM EQlegRy AunA sl &7 59 2un ¥ita
I Aga & 4 vk B A%l metMe vlo)7)AHQ #Y - &E So] TEH9 7]
T(Ostrom, 1990), 344 (Levi, 1998) 5 -& "Waale &7 94 238 £ g o)
A E d geolge Mde AU EFH o9 7 JoE tiors WS ¥k
T e AFH MFoRA od %] FajHot ok A% HE A ol(definition)
o EAgL & & Jok1n

M. g3 deol2elxe] =4
1. BN MECZS WY 17

#e) Meo]ge JlRFo2E g5y Te ZAXYH YYAE AR su
18 ol YPAs 59 Prs) olge N3, sH], Be 5RE AT YRE =
o} Ao oA ik Mdshe Rog 3P oY P}l nok He e

&3

BFS F%(aggregation)dld ik & RS LA e (ANH) AFEYE TE3

-

17) A9le) BART sl 2 BANLD U 4ol A B} AL e 8T T AT U
AL 4T 478 PAROE 2 € AYH A7 Grle WEY Roln. @, el o)
Mol o3 DY+ gg, AdFe) SHr} e FelFold offuel g Aol e B
AZORE 230 #9310 ¥ R 2ok AYFY REE £ A2 AY 249 JEFL Bolo} A
stel 2ot QAN (7D oS¢ ¥ Aeleke FUAS Aol MR PeFolaie Eol(z
71%, 1997 $ole gelAclekn wesll 34 2ol Y. EAE 484 ol $o2 A
& U7t glFoln) et Tl ol FololN Weskeskt AR B2 g Rolg, A
4F9 RE7} sk AR AL A + YEAE T2 FFA olg g FHOZ WBHLD AR
LYY =E HA WA 23S 2P ol A4 4 3ok 1A A4S No] A2Ag B
el GAZ AAY g P Aol A dolgE(AF $EE Yshed o] YA 4
Fe A9 deelo) MUl 1n A5 0T BYE Aol AAAGE FUde) =
S F UF 48 22D A7 498 Be Aol AU dYe] 99 A92e £E dye
499 F o) W) AdRue aA We 4 AT 20 gt (£7H02) el 458 2
G2 F3Y £ 20g Al of B¢ BAE ool YYHolt T 337 vkt ohieh B 2
WA WL ol 83 Jei@ g3 $ER QAT U APHeln ol WY W, e A9
22 SA8E Byo) 294 Y= A9, 2% UeS /T JHES 2102 BAolol ¢ A
oo, B ol The ol shduT o 4ol Utk FAE ANselol & Rolckel Chong,
1996).

A7IM TR Holke B & ot Bdol me 9L WYY GBS Y FsHE EUsol 24
& S5 907 MRolct ofE Fof pANARAY AYRLANE 3 A AANoD PEs
U S S EERE)

18

~
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ey deolgd oy FH AdHER) - 9

= Ro] @eld Mdo|2e] slukg ¥4 wWiolgln ¥ & Uk ofd ¥ 12 ° =
AHog Y Aojth19)

AE(RE) ———> YA <« HB(AERP)

718) w1 (RAH A o A=A AKAYY F2):
g e 59 Ao Ag

V
A5 sl 49

3} ¢}(aggregation)

v
Agstazt she AXNH 84

(a3 1 HRIE M"olge =AY X

2 164 et #2d dee] A 82 F o= REo| /' aelA Y A%
& ARFEsH A Q7o) "et deA Jehdth & S0l 43 (Schelling, 1978)]
Q1F7ke] 2ARY d4 2 HEo davte AAEY A3 wide] 71 AYH 2n
olgh20) AEA AL AR ATE ZF AAARY A7, 93 A ¥ 47
SolM F yehdt2

ded Ado|2e AL PUAES 243 P SAY e A2 o
S uE A 7]917¢) (methodological individualism)ol #2) ATHRS, 1989). o]

19) 8AME =olZ & Friedman and Hechter(1988) L.

00) B4 Yrnte] A4S A4 A7 udol S AFL 238 AxH AR Lo 7)ol FHol F
o3 2 ot Iy olad AL BYEA ol AYeR BIYE W, gyt Jvegd & Ao
T} ol@A AA AT @BAA o) dHlvlE B AF 439 wde] LetE NRL Aoz B &
Act.

21) EA QAE 728 ATAUEY do] g Bt AHE w9 Friedman and Hechter(1988) #31. &
nje gela Mdo|ge] AL YA Feld Adoleirince 2318 19 19 7158 8o 33}
= ‘8 AA(scarcity)? 18 19 AP FH sFse A (nstitution)olhe F L42HYH o€
$¢lo] Aekolatn A (Levi, 1997), “Aeke A& (choice-within-constraint; Ingram and Clay, 2000)
oM Mepche Aokl 948 FEsn Yok A% 848 U B2E A9 vehde gl o
e 348 A
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B YAz 2 B8-S FYglsis AL ZEE §m fgemg olzyg A o9
el o] YAAAA ANH G U A B9l o AEHA = 27
oitk &, AN AN B JEE Yold 29 ZolTh (788}, 1996, p71). &
2 FAR= of" ARt Jehg AAAe) g8l ol Fx AL sm A& Folgh o
= 20 ‘Heo Qb HELHY Al 29Y AYL 2E Sog e e
4 A9 ¢ £ Ak o] A YU MELH ARE AAeAHT REL= S (=)
¥ TE & Ao MALHY Aust BT AL G Yok ay Ao Fz4
°IAE HE & Qloh. ¥AY Aeolge Hule FHL o] gol AAA A3 macro
outcome)®] A% Q1#7)A(micro causal mechanism)E ATk A zheg &
AT A el d o2 o8 AL Hrlahe ¥ Qo] A TRY 849 dh}
HHE ANl AFH AR A AR} oA AAHYES} ook o] AR ol Yi 3
HAd B9, 28 A8 97)% 23 At 48 w, njA) g 3= AZeh= 2n)
AMe F2H e )29 717} HolW Futo) Qink Ao A 292 sle]
A7) ool AFHoZ UE Al Hlgo] U AEES Yojyd oAz Athe ot
7V selA AFAog WilgA Rel® 74 gur dedgE ne Hojgr}, w3
Hof Gevte} olg duy PoaASe =2 (Olson, 1965)= ZE2] olejo] &3}
BHE olRo] 34 HHE & ke AL YoM, BAAY uz €7, 99, ojqye
o 28 59 diol U A4S AJaA WA Bao)g =3 AYe)&& o] &
& ArolMe A B (AYstuzt ss) 78 AD Alolg QA7 28A
3hA) @th2) ozhe] wigelge] EA) sbsAo] f3 Wy o) EE LI L I EL
WS B2 ¥ Ave ATE A YAHo|x gon] s % THreputation) 9]
TARE TN HAFEUD I3 Ao zHES 21E wolSo)g Abol7} vl A}
e FaE FASE 444 #5 A3AY(signalling game)o] 1 HAYES By
3l Hodg vy A gely Melo|2g Algste AS dm)He oA RoF
A ZIAY EdHog Bgela] 9 AL T3] 4L mo obyet, 79 3t
A Ae3} dostuz ste W43 #A YR QAolals Bas £3] 7. o]
BF Qe FFo] AL anPertd AYH 229 2A} g HzEg

Y, 3¥ 19 £4& Zute] =00 wal ‘Ao U] A} (macro-to~micro), ‘7419

22) 8 o= A= 94 Ut e Y drNREL ZHoE 2 uf grojr}

23) #59) delots B =8-S Kreps et al.(1982), 28] ge =& 29 ‘944 A4 (chain store
paradox)°ll 383 =#-& Kreps and Wilson(1982)¢ &ng 2 Ao

24) 179 =9 F1,

b e

tjo
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A % (individual-action), ‘UlAlelAl AAI'(micro-to-macro)d] 3 842 THE AL
2 glebst 4 9tHColeman, 1990, Chapter 1). ©]¥ ZWeA B AA o]&o] ©&
F 9L AxE Eor stk 2N, & ‘953 3% (purposive action)d] Ul
g3 ke oujolx FalF Meolge AN FF ol FHsLE € F 8
= 3 geslol 31, o]# olfolM FH MdolReMe ASIUYE BT B
#5 9JthColeman. 1990: pp.18-19). ©|ZA g1y M=lo|&& oty A4, #IH A
golg U9 el d4e A g desd Aolga & £ AU

2. B MEORY BNH X

gtald Megojge Fzo Ui AF7AR S =9y} §elA dgol2oA FAY 9
o|& %A B9 six ZCHE, FeH Meolge TRE Aol (decision
theory)® Aol (game theory)d] AlZolA dmBpe AL FAo ou|g £33
g m oohle), 2 $AE = A= WY £ Uk d2He FPHE ‘2FH gAY
(parametric rationality)@ ‘Heka #2]Ad(strategic rationality) -2 T&3=H(Elster,
1986), 43 galde oAaAe Addd Yehhe gelieln, By gede &
goate] Pswor olel the FUHE)Y PF= 1 4 A JFE vAe
A} o}Zo] AAABHinterdependent decision situation), & AYFHAM vEde
g Aot} FulA AMelolgrhe A BARAS BT A AR B2 AYEEL
2 245 2dg TSR Asle gl Adolge, uiE zlo] uldAH(informal)
o|&o|g} suels, Eolol & B4 iAY EL AYelgd EAE /AL dHx &
Qe Aolth EAE T AL AA2E 7R, Bd &9 AL 2 #A
g ZE Aoz 7FdU FAE &7 e BAV FE & Us HAE RFoloF
33, 29 £9 9z 9A] BAE T 5HE 2Folo ok mekr FoiA £AY £
WelA BAE Z7) gaiiE 3949 2R3/ 43F B8 7HAT Qoo 3
B3 Aasge zrdolol 3lug PFYAe 1xY FE4E /I U AL=
gl 68 5o AL AnHAA 8K neoclassical economics)d] wWHES A7t
Fol FAA . AAH e gEst AU HE7L (1) wAM(reflexivity), (2) €3
4 (completeness), (3) Fo]A(transitivity), (4) 9443 (continuity), (5) £¥E3H4g(non-
satiation), (6) BEA(convexity)& &dn, TE &7 £ ‘o]%(interest)o] E&
(utility)olgts Eale $9 992 A%ste & Ythcommensurability)e 7S ot

off

do N K
AN

S
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3 Peh(Hamlin, 1986)%) o|ej& 1JEL n|& S 5848 =78 G834 9ApaAo
RN (AB)3Nste) BAE E7) 98 Holgm £ 4 Qo

AR B AY BB AYe Bt player)7t 29 ‘AR (nature) & #9)5
nE P BRA B2 ALY & JAoEE X ojgldNe Fal4o] Al & = vy
SN Feldolehe S AYole L AMgshe Ao Uehte dubde Exe
°of WAL Fojd AYE Ao T4 AdME 4 AYY Bk 259 A
S(EEYS), A 7 dig, Yele £ e 29, /X e Au,
TA 5 4 2Rk Bk F, AYe) FH(rules of the game) AHsjo} 3
o ol2@ Adol g F4(abstraction)o] B Fol Yehhe B 49 Q7ke 1%
o WAAE, 2D A "o 94 @rkRte) HEE )0 E 8] (expected
utility theory)o] 2849 & JUEE Hol4, ¢AHL W3l 59 323 dBAG 2
Folok 3= 2D (V1R ESS At wol=e| F4(Bayes Rule)o] Wt Az Aw
€ Aste 23e FHY ¢ e 19 ANYL 2E FAY7} HE Rolg AYolz
A RdolMe Frbate] gede AYolgs B9 b 288 =T @ & Qe
2% (equilibrium) Ndel TIFH o WA A FF N 2 A AR A
°l ‘WAFY (Nash equilibrium)lell, WHFFoINE ZE AYY Arpxise) e &
T A 7] A da) A9 JHELS IYslsie AL HLsm g
08 WATES TP o Yol AYM ol Anrt YetExE Hoze
Agoletd, @] EAFA Ferhex] B4 F¥ol EAse AL Fu)d ddolz
M} Feld /Mdol ‘WA A (indeterminate: Elster, 1986)%2 HojZg

)
14
o
™,
o

25) E=Z PYPL o] HEol (1) AHH(personal), (2) A H(global) (3) FA1¥(intertemporal), (4) 73
(expectational), (5) Z3}& % (conseguentialist), (6) 553 3 (act-specific)d] 44L 7117 Yoz
dok B89 ol2@ 23U U 2y &9 Ba| AR So|ske BA} glon), 29 &9 R0
o "Ao ZAE ABAA 4T o Yeldtn Qe 59 49 BA) Zols B2 o3 AAg
AR WEAT E Eof oleky $7)7F XS IE $927) Rv)e 5L Suiglgicis HolA A}
FHolgh & £ 93, AA oW AlAA ) FAE Y AUXE D7) Y& 5y Ui M 73zt o
Ado] P59 o] B Rolgh FAHolaks HH A A4 /e A Ayoho] AZ ol opie} &
Aete EXe] dido] g ke Sate 2d UM $A)Ho] ok

26) 2¥GT 3l abdA mdo] AYrdEg o7} § 4oER §840] Hojzicka dgez
g 5 Sle Ae ol AYzde) BRHL A7} o} WoE Suy sye |78 e B¢
7h Bou AR Rl 0383 159 87 Ye AHstE A9} Bo) 2T &9 A=Al
= #9928 71 B AY, AYREETE A EARYS A Aol O 48 4% AL B
oj}.

27) 71t E&ol29) thsiMe Luce and Raiffa(1957) #1.

28) WA E i Bk G 49 2 e oy 78 Aol WsidE FZE2000) 2 Morrow(1994)

L
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AoJolzd wd &¢ Ayt nxe T4 M EAR stsE W, o3
AYede TAs7) 48 dRHog Fojy Aol e AEe 279 Bgol
e gAHA7IE GAAE geth Ad 2bFed gt R Ad shed Ao I A
zastgc) o] AN Ho| =3 HEH - T84 ojujolAe] Aol dulde vlg
Jae AALT 2d £9 Bz 129 FA4E A He otk g #4e 2l
7to] o= AxE 2AHE GAE}7) A8 433 BEH Fog Mdshs gelde 7t
Az QA Fohd ol@d =de f4A4L wHEdn ¥ Ao|th29) Alo]g e FARY
= py7YYE Andn AARAEY dFEFAE U2 M g0 AT B &
c@eEANTE e $AE YUTEA 13 4¥e 7R AgEg ole AEEC 9
# 22 PHAcEs ojd AN B 5 S z9g 7)&olA HeA7t o
o zgsjttn &8 Zo)8Hmaximization)o] 71%HE a)d Mde ugsa dou
(Simon, 1986), 1&g #F9tel FBH A4E ol 4834 wdoA Juist dide
Z 3 (satisfying) & APshe AL SROE 233 & Aol Bt} W&ol FAE 1
Aol & Ao} QA B3 dZo] A Racke w Uk o] 29 F33E
s3la B9 WGP S 4P BE NI A% T BEgEe 78S &Y
& WaE e Aotk ¥l MY, 53 Aol zdo] H4F ol23 FEolA
Adg BAE @ ol F shirt BEY AN #H ke Aoji(cf. Coleman,
1990, pp.18-19).

3. BRI MEpiEe) o
weld Adolge) WAE, BE T /bt A2 Qs ddsel UAR, d9s
A e B4 ol§ 243a 2de) BAtE FUAM Tefd £E 2, 2Y Wl

A 2AE E £F A7 247} oke ZRelA setd £= ek

<z gel =2H>

w2 (Munck, 200 a3 ddolgd & #HrM AYolEL o2 Z93 2

99) &al® Mdol olg Muol AANE 7HAE Al AP =97} ol9h Bilo] gick i3} AR &
ojzt ‘m2sly HHZFo)(segmented universalism)ol AP A2 o & Zo] AYA|g] F7 ¥
A 20 Anst As 2889 7o) Aol e 1A sHe4el A3 =g o ey e o
8 Anjo] 4FHol7] 4cke R FolthGreen and Shapiro, 1994, pp.27-28; Taylor, 1996).
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dolghs FWOE 1pro] BAsEA o2 2w EalzA gte) 2ao4 dEg 7]
HELCIEY AHS, 2 B4 B4, AYe #¥3 pHy 24 5 3 7ixs =3
A o] 3 7HA F Wk} 4Zeze 2y YR Bie 0F 7y By 2|5
A A B0 A FA Y Aol M ol BAl7} A7)A gk ukaD AYGgAME o
T T EAY F Avhe AL, WA B Wy, Y| EL R #go] F
A3 BIsEe FPINE AYol2e FHH HYL YAHoT HyTaAe %=
o A g¥e 540l AYelgY s 24L g TSEA, (1) 4
A7 A& Fe dYo] Bi5E A= glom EE (2) ¥ BiAol el g ey

T S VAL 71%oA B FEE BAY & Qi 2ok

Ut A ‘ (solution) & AL A2 W FelFolekn 74 o] AU M}
Aol 98 shsAel W, Wl E(very, very likely to choose) HZzZ%(strategy
profile)elet o} @thH (Kreps, 19%0a, p392), oW Hekzdol A9 st 57 9
@ WRZ(necessary condition)o] HkZ 1 HezFo] WlaFHo|o]ok e Aol
032 2E AYAM o Yot B4 A9 M (source)o] B BA)A ol{gt 37}
B EAVTL E FE de AU §H, 498 Wa)FFole st Bramoz
AL 2 5 & QA3 I FHo| shpute] glE ALE o2 sz =
3 Frel FYol EAY A %A H7h EAT ¢ AeA} =99 thato] A3

30) E8 #¥o] A e ASE AL F Ak AYolE Ay BAze Jstel ‘A (strategy)
‘ERAF (mixed strategy) 5 AYol29) 7124 MY Axe ouj7} e BEEsideE 48
+ Aok o9 tia e Rubinstein(1991) 23,

31) #H4e deo] oe 7 Udletx o|F BT} Yol A £ &S ZF Syl ok

32) 4710 HgzPold AYe RE Hslat5e] AL A HEg ojtk vtd YHFHo] ofd of
9 dezdto] setn /Ysiug) e Bse] 1 ARl TS HNFE AdE slo] oW
7ol A BaEidd (5, 443 7bsale] adw), FaAY 1 Wrle o) 58-S Idseie o
€ Age A9Y Rolw, wety Holx 2yl e Az 734 o] Fviatel Aekol o] A}z
o oaf AL8-E Aol thE WrlxelAE WUy 57} gom o Hgzgo] UHFHo] ofd 3k o|d &
7k 34 EAdD B YAZYE 7} 5] da dazdoltHAEE, 2000).

33) Hake BEAMY Fo) sdaie “Ade e U 22 WY (uniquely rational way to

play the game)o] & AYN 4 ZASAE Ghe Jgolth Y el Fl Wyol 3%

© YAIME “FelAde g FE24"(common knowledge of rationality: CKR)%5} ojue} 9

A9 Dol M2 4252 %2 Fconsistent alignment of beliefs: CAB)E Hag 3t} CKRE &

€ Ade bt (27H0g) deldoly (a), o] AH(a)E E5 U7 qom (b); BE7}t §el3o]

Zhe AME 43 lthe AMI(D)E BE7F 93 U7 (o) ¢® RS 9T YT (d): oo ghe Aoz

T8 A58 £ e RS 2 CABE Uig SU ABE A A AYY Arlabe M=

OE A9 #4¢ AH £ dde Ao e BO X W&l disiMe Hargreaves Heap

and Varoufakis, 1995 #1.,

ol 3 A2& Kreps, 1990a, pp4l6-417 11 BE of ot 713 2 48 Balapale AL o

gk w9 Q9HA Aojch

i wa

34

—
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29 ‘#8e F (refinement of equilibrium) #lol= A} ¥ (preplay negotiation),
A74REe AA2 ZB(experience), B(convention), F7HA4e 71HE YA AT e *
o] =&(prominent) XM (focal point)®] &4 Fol B4 d¥o] e BF=E A&
IS 0] o= B FY &9 AAL MY st olfvt € & UATkI) Aol
29] @A A(indeterminacy) 2.2 UYehte Fel4d FAE ol Zo] BF3RT =
e A9 ‘28 HHF9 (partial universalism: Green and Shapiro, 1994, pp.26-27)
2 Jeldo @A dolE ASE B, 74, oleldo], #3134 84 %9 HE &4
=% azgojel Fold @Al WE WY AL T £ e (A} BIlke A
ArEL) Ao S dFdiRol Az @ Eusln ¥ § e &9 A
el A E2 9] (rational choice institutionalism)®} $3¢ & #jFc] @t3D & ¥
9gJo]&4 2 A(non-game theoretic factors)& EUsHE o] Agelgs] dade I=
Hog #a Aolgke $HE AATHMunck, 2001), ©) EF AYel&e] Fololdl o
& Asio] wel A SME dAE den, Hol =¥ &9 AYY 7] AdA
Qruel 2A9 vlma B W 1%A 288 EAE oidsa 2ok 39, AYY e
=270 A8A By 78, B3AY AP, 24 5 d@dche A& AW FAAol F
a#o|z oxah} Azlel vlXA 3 (intendedly rational, but only limitedly so)
‘A58 24 (bounded rationality)o]™ ‘314 (retrospective) FeEI4YE RAZTTHL
g £ ok

35) YA HAF o|FE AAEA @t @ Tl 4 A7t EAsCHE FelH YAxEL ol #8 ¥
of shis MY Roly F¥Yo] obd ATE AN MY £ Acke Asje FsA etk ga

#9)2ke) 28] Ad(hyper-rationality)& ZAE CABE 7Hshe AL FEE olfivt & & 13, o

o] AYol2e] 2o WAMAY wEgE e wEY £ Yt F3(regularity) old - =k
&= AojchRubinstein, 1991; van Damme, 198)2he R HAY olf7t & + Atk &k Hae
F8o] BaAolgte Aol A dF o|&/tEe wEE ‘©4FAA A (purist position)
‘g0z A (pragmatist) ©.2 W3 hEU(Munck, 2001), 37}t 3= sezoARY o £F
& A8yt vz RzAos FYve] AYel Anst ¥ & ke A9 Asiolt

36) o]ojl thg Bt} AHE AL Kreps(1990b), AZE(2000) & i

37) Yee(1997)E o]d $3e BAHo] ohle 74, ololte], U Fo] BUH 848 FzPthe AR
o] $72lo] YA 8¢ et Utk PoIA “Ideational Tempest'eh F&t.

38) Kreps, 1990b, Chapter 6. 1€ © uol7t #¥el Fasfel 285 AT Zo] A(deduction) F
Ack(prospection) & HE3te] F¥e] 245 BAE sHFse H F4 FAROE ol A AL
o agtnta 2echplsd). ol e Al B, AT gy dgolgs (2 He) gade &
Aojxel Qzte] AE HANE V&N Hol Bk HAF(199)L WF HHel ag g3 A
"ol HANL RAFEA, FH Mdojgo] gyt By Y& I FAM Hed” Az3oln
gonjstie Yo uYE UEuz ‘A$d gel4d(bounded rationality) s ‘ob& 3} (satisfying)s] %
o 2o} Qe e n sht, o Asjel mad dA 2 ey oRs Bzt G4 ojn
A FaAs HEse] A wA e Rl

[l
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<8012 EH>

olAl ZIHEEolE AT BHUY EAES AuWHz vY Yiags DA B
7IHELO| R AHE-E& Aol ool ot | ERO|ES AR P Ao
€ A3, ZE A outcomes) T ohE} o]d ANSL WY FEY A 1
Y Had £E2 B (ottery)Eoll e HEE AT Ao} oA HA Be A
PERAN ofF FA7 UEA ¢ & g Aolth. Ao E(prospect theory), A3HE
Rl 71w & sKsatisfying)e ©] B¢ FA FAHoE o” AL WY A
A 7] odn. 2T JNAL0IEL A8ete AL BAY EAS vaslsly nuy
LE ARY VIEE ANY Fe AoE md YR BHNE YHY AHolgm @
T Aok AgE Pl 2 Aol 5L A LolE0) UF MBOTNE o= AT
B S £ oy, #HFo] folBAE %o %A o2 BT Aa
Aeko] w2t tijko.z M) 7kxle AFAHY o] Qr}.d0)

Y, 243 @47 B ZWAAN B o), on] APe 2L AN mdg 24
ahgol #d MAg deld 2A7AE T wgE "Rst Qs oot Exy
(framing)®] AFHE <& 9 o|§ AHaRA} the dt sREgol8e BZAYL 2
3l BAEHTversky and Kahneman, 1986):

A 3 e 2 F AHe FAHA ARE dloF Btk T AYL 2% ARy, H%
she tigte] EAI3ke)

A4 (D v FolA desley

A 240 218 843 251507 F 84%7} )

B. 1000 23& 4& &8 25%°|1 oFF AE ¥4 RY BEo] 75%U(16%)
AR (2: o FolA ddstek

C. 750 23 &3] 93(13%)

D. 1000 28 & L& F&o] 15%0|1 ol Ax A Y 50| 25%(87%)

A 4 oA gatek:
AsH D 240 2218 L2 B8] 25%0|1 T09UE % HEo| T5%YE6H = 0%)
Bs} C: 200 2 & L& 8] B%eln H0LHE $S HEol T5%UEHH F 100%)

39) ¥y Heoj@eolM wolzg 74 AMgo] HNE FARE =97} 289 2 o}
40) Agol&L 19799 AN = AckKahneman and Tversky, 1979). Wal= Ap4l o] ol&o] drlut %3
22l HAE o] FYeA) @A B},
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24 3004 9] 73%7t At DE ¥ FEoE & Agstgod, FA4 494 =
224 3014 3% $eATto] B Bt Co) £&-& AR A¢ Dol Hd w2 AYE 2
Asle] AR Bst CE €@ Aol FAE #d A HY Tde] @A tht 43}
ol Axs} o} AxZ ALY AW/l 2HUSG B2 ey Ay 2l oln| AFT
W2 ANE 84e A9 98 Rolx, ojd RN e A 2 AHE &
= glote @Al ua IAUA DegEe o AL Q12414 43K cognitive
overload)st AlglA 2Ed27F A% APlH Fde A& BAV nx o
(Lane, 1996). "Ae ey Mgolge] 2 HEd e Boprt I 13X ¥ ¥
ob7} gitke ‘BEstg HEFo e olgy AZSTsS JgtozEe FRET A9ol
g2 2& 4 Jos BEH RHFYE FE3< Aol Atah) ey g 2d2
MPH @2 (objective reality)e] okt FAANA A4 Zz73 &#4(subjective
reality) & 29 o wtgdigtn gobd) gl uhgle ASME ey dHol&
o] 34 A Brbssitn BolE ddcn & Rojth

<HUe % EN>

AJolzoz B ged Adolgd /Mg & @AM AYY A ArHeE F
oA ok 7HAse Rolth AYeled 2de TR HaMe Ad A7, 2
o) ME(ELYS), 49 7@ dg, vehe £ e 2, AR 2le B, Al
A8 24 S5 o4 AR sk ojth oA AP FAL oA LEN?
Aolgol AYoled mdg FAsed JoiME ool aavt gasithe A&
deizT, AYoled AFARSL ATA Az UE Bdo] Y F AT FAU7
e el ololtiels ATAL, AU FHE FAHLR %A VE A7 el o
8 xhe ATSA ek 22, ol R ofldl wddhe vt 2ol Agoles @A
7} ohet RE FAEde) gAST B & Atk WA AEREE HE olf7t 47l
Ak

41) REHY BHZE 43k 740l He9He A3} (domain specification)@ &7} A7led, 3
I aj7]o] sl o}&7HE Alolol Felrt @18-¢ A3 AkMunck, 2001). grle] Aztege Y
4 9 AdE J89 SHo| NG A xtolsl wdolHn qztse, Aysiste] WM 24P
oo tsiME AFE Gelst oju] ojFoid Aot AZAHHCL Green and Shapiro, 1996) 389 7}
Sao] e Aol F2F H§Y 7hsAel YALBE HE Asgde vg #3E B8 02
B},

zuxgele AYol AR 233 F2(physical rules)S BARHE Ro] ohetd, AYelgd mdd
A7 Aol A ‘eul7t ACHT (relevant) A4 s 22TE wredsteio} geha 2K Rubinstein, 1991).

42

-~

- 431 -



18 - KBEEBRRFILE 250

BAE of] AFY 2 AYolEL AYlRY o] REFY B BEOZ 1ol
Aol S nud ez washes](Munck, 2001), AHd AP} FH& A-s= Ao u
2 (BNEDL 743 Rl D32z o] ojiyo] B HAPHAE A2 A
Yol84 =do] ¥R (formal model)olehe AMOIM o8] 712 FHo] e} &
HEDANE 1 2d9 74, 4 2 HHAMRE A £27YL HuslA AAls
°F 3, £HT o] o FEo] Yo RE TaHolo} st} waly FA R
e 954 7MY 3 BEER =28 AT § Ax, 7HAo] 2w A ojd 4
28 AZo] WAHEAE ¢ & Atk ol FAud Algo] x4 ZHo| 7|of3}
< Wb Ade AL o 2 Gart e Aol

Iy FYRAN AHEEE A9E =2(deductive logic) T AN E HArY AL
B SAle Feth 28F AL 1 2d9) shgo] gk} dAT Bgsiitold
Ax Adeled 2do] FArdolald, AYe F2e 2d sHo|th Ao|2H w
o] ddol ¥ d9ES X E A7 A F2e F gsor ok o= Ao
29 ZAZE ol AFate] Aot BE o] £ vEe 4 e e gHE
ol - dal7] flaf BUZRE ‘34 (abstraction)$t otk FAe Aoz =g
SO AztHe FEUE FE3E Aotk Rl A UR sz dAe g
Al Q= Yol 2 £ 93, 4319 ATst YR o A9 mdo Baan g
AR B ojald] Tgo] HA Fer) 2o Ao Y@ AU AAY B A
Fe TS A 92X 3438 e I AYolen mde Ads)t 1 AYe =
T 7] HElMe e 2dEg o desor § 39} B ke 7e @ Aol
V2 F7h QA FAolH, 4 ArlAllA Jled BEL BN Brlrte) B ow
A AR A7 ERARE EYATE ofd Aoz TYY AU o)W 2uy
Azl tdaly] AaMe AYoled A4 WasiAg Fojzl A gt go] 9=
AA e PQslcy )

O

=]
!

o

is

43) 429 54 g 1 3ol daMe YA, 199 B YAk 249 23| B g Mol
7heol FAste ug ol RolAn SlEvle 298 EEHTHMunck, 2001). o7 B ‘214'9) oju]7}
FAAZM] 22l @28 HYol@8rtEL o E Eo] pdo) E¢HA B (incomplete information)&
7HET 73S o - AP M (perfect and complete information)& 714 Aot ol%A dAEIE
A = S A4 FHo] o]0ty B o ZAAE Rud x4l FAo] 7hzeic)
AY Fxe] F4 g FTUYPE AHEY W} wmsta o|s)sjojor & Ao}

4) od YT 9Y A9 AP AYE £ BE By ¥ o, o Yre ool Brbssltkn B
AL A F Qe dAdd A 5 UAx, oY YT M A 74 oE o Jg
S %8¢ 2d & TPNY £ Yot Z, A23 2y 19 AR ALy 7148 &2} T2 94 ol
T4E 29 YoMu Egaizle Aol
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gle) =o7l 23 VAL AYA ZWAN FAHog Ut o3y AF 2l
B3 Aolgw, YARDL ol & Ui BN F4E & den TR 4o
2= A2NAY ged Mol BAL 238 orld 711 vt a9, #F d
Hol&71E0] AAle) Bdo] e APA AFE F shA devhe HE A4 A7IM 2
t} 2Ye FA Ro} ‘ZAX2Me Zd'(models as approximations)® FHEAHEAM
o] R¥’(models as caricatures)Z Wrold 4 Uchd6) gre] dgo] ZAIA2AM 9 2d
o) B Ao|uhd, MAAHEAN Y Zde BY Fde 5 Fuwe 7489 o g
BAgt A2 2de BE7F #F7F5A (tractability)o] &3 & ddE €
& Qe & 4ZANA ed usl, AIAAZAMY Rde g2 nFes WS
JTarE ) o SO AHaE HYE dE o)f7t A&E TE Aol 2 AA A
AL i £go] oMzt oflt vl Al F¥ B Ai(signalzhe
NARS 33 olad 7Y Fe)E E4UckSpence, 1974). &€ IBPFY =2
Al ARARZAY 22 B & Aok §H ddgo|&rlEe] g deoles 494
HAAe] @A sl whilsiEA The 2o WA &e FF(ceteris paribus)olEhe
e AF =k AL v o] wFolth ZANENY RdRTE HAAHZAY B
o] A (Elster, 20007t ZZ3te AAA @49 nAd =HAUZY ¢ 73
& &0tk

Fejd Mdo|ge U@ wigoeze oix o A} ok FelFH deolEs
Moz 3 HYAY BE T MIE FojA Aoz FI}E HE £ 1Y,
YRe ASd gHME Az WalE 2d &o TFE £ Ao By 2R e
ATE A7) Y8 Aoz A" Futd Yoe R ZAxda Ao I, F2AH
Ado|2oME 2l &olMe] A tiF Ase WshA FAT, el B ‘fUE
X% '(induced preference)t M3 & A5-E Lolok ok AR F4359(constructivism)
A Azt £& dalAEZ9(historical institutionalism)d AlztelA A AEolES
Mo e FojA Mio dlF /MRS wwske A9rt wouh, 289 AA AFOIA
Bd gFeg Fola Mz #Fste Aol gt AYAE Bo|thaD Pzt 4

45) ol =W BH Age) B 2 A4(in-depth knowledge)Tt ol&dl A9 & FR3E &
3l “Analytic Narrative”(Bates et. al, 1998)& MA2E o] ofch ool A YA =AxE
olgE XB7Ae gelH Mdolge] BE, 4A § AYY Aol viny ) =ue ¢ P23
B Agd A4 T 24 dFse AN 2del B4 V1) dEolt

46) Gibbard and Varian, 1978. Ab2 158 293} $-§ 29 (applied mode)d] 78& WA i ¢ Fol
$8rde RENS 2ol T 7hAE weth getA ¥AE 2delgte e 189 $82d2 o
gl
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3 SelE AR £ 2 AF F AYY FEo| mRHo] Qo] Wz Feos 7+
AN A7 Fg £Eshe R etk ol 99 npaiRe] =g wpw T
At A9 e M2E A A4 e AL ARIIIE BT, FA(rules)S =
TIAZNE AR FAE sy N2 FHE VEIE $) FHo| BuHBEAY 7
Hol Wglshe oy F84 AN A AYoley mue A} g1, o
T " ol dogA| Farle AR olPukn & Aotk A UME FHA
(regularity)e] ®l= 2%, %213 Heol&& A3 49 (post hoc explanation) & 7Hs
&7 EAAY AF-E 7hsEAl SAE Geths Ao WA Asjth® Ty B of
Aol ¥ derte] EAQAE oot 7let 2d 7Ae) 9lolA A& )7} 1
28 glo] 43Y Aolg 7HAE 4 Uthe AT BA|o|th(Kreps, 1990b, Chapter 5).

V.3 &

-

#2A Adholge ddiole FABA, 0dlols v@Ax), 28lm g2ee dx
A A 2 HEGRE Ytm Aok 28] Pl MY Arzog Rae d
e 58c] vz 2RItk oY FH9) wjHoRE A 3 XS = 2 9o AR,
Avdel st 1980dThel 19909 S AXEA olxE)s) £%, wzhkEolA ol
A Atele 2213 249 894 RA4AAD, WFEste] B A3 22 A
A2NH HEHolge HAY vF L F4oz @ HATY T2 A3ty Aot 4
= PHIINES 52 Gkd AolchHBates, de Figueiredo, and Weingast, 1998). E4),
1Y% A2 (Green and Shapiro, 194)8 ¥S2 3o )y Mdolze A¥A 2]
Aol tig vigo] ALAog A7|Htks Holth wAwoR ol ATE upe} 7
ol AAA Sell= AIHA B, 7Y, ololtie), BEE B4 SS9 g 9AET e

47) FABA Eobol) sh, ojg} VAW =92 Clark(1998)3} Sterling~Folker(2000) 1.

48) 22 THAL AAAE e WA 2AY $5 Y. TulAgele Mne TEE F Us & 4%
2 A7) oA A, A4 =Me] 3 ASUHE 24T wWdstn To] T A4 e HYL Fle=
7He oliy] A 4¥e o 129E Y, B Heo] ojd QpAol Ao 4gPe, Az g
of Azo] ofje} 9% 3} 0EZolghe 9x Hed glo] By AzS Mshe d3d 9ade v
Uchs A& Zigsttha Yo Rubinstein, 1991). N§ AFZOZHEHe 2ne Wolsols] Aloly}
Ao 38 RASRE 4T 749 § do|1, ofn) AFE Y= olg AzAYel 2 wAYZS
# yeFa o

ABANN F2)H Mg, 53] AYol2Y FHL) U xojz AEEQ2000), LA 2le] Hofo|A]
#2)A deo] ofgH AT YR hE =2E Bates(1997), AN - AN FAe Eee ¢
27 Aol g HFAR UE mo T Elster(2000)¢} Bates et al.(2000) 1.

49

~
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gojof ZoA @Ate] tiE AFF AL T 5 Avke Aol el HAA HAYGE
Aolch50 oln] AFH ulgt go] TN AL A2 Agded AoME DA
A5 we A8 715§ Az AR A9 sied d, A5 &M §5 AR sloF
s} olgd o] o md 9B FAAHe B& 24vt el FelF dgolgd
23)d A8 At 5 ge Bole dFARE 1 o]& Fol LolEd HAY} eH
(cf. 713 199, pp73-76), 18 ZHolE oldd 3 Hd AxFdd 552
Jo ZAHOR Wwolsd 4 gk U, o3 EEoA e LS A RF7
Ao =g AMst 237 1Y ojol/|§ & slsAe] anE AR & tke oItk
AAEZojo) A AS(nstitution)®] M Fgd BFE AFste INH FHAET o}
Uzl 74 ololtiel, B3 55 RE ANH 248 EPshe WYLE Jia AR, BF
o] M ol8jd 8450 YA AL WAHIE 3, KA FE @
7] sla) B71A 0 2 (additively) FHe Add] o]4H/IE Aok FAE Fad IR
o AMEE7) W 2L o]E AMEEE, 2R o & ASE nFTHH ojopr|z2 AT
AuEY JASAE B4 EART AT Aeke AxITEY FFHoE Al HE
o Y AL ¥ v e AY £5 Atk vl H(comparative method)®} #4o]&
o AR s /Mt & T(synthesis) S o1FdE FHo) 238 ArE 7P
w 23] g shsAol e RAojtMahoney, 2000).

Bog AIAA =8 ks s, Tl Mho|Bd B KT H: B
sAAe ARl FH Aol AL (1) T Aol FAoH, e
A Ado|go] A¥HY HAAS 7AHE OFF AT A% (FBH) FVIE 2383l
oA 293 Ae] Basdel (2) FeuRezE B YoME U FAE =59
7 ojden (3) A &9 oty BeAT T4 FeA AFels (@) BHEAA
Mo FAAL FRE o &g slsshA sk Adelth FelH AEolEd 84
oz BAROE 1 ALWY7 ded Hoke AL AAE £ Atk o= A= A
ol PAXNE ARY 4 Y& AL BF FaFos @A HdolgH &8 HEY 7
otk Wald Alg et AME T FelF o289 E& HEY # U, 1V VF @
HopoHe] ATATE 4A TE Ropol WY - HEF 4 YA ek ¥, olvl AFT

w

—_

50) 8 Sof vlFFH o BHNE O o] M A& WEE Aol Yol BE Bolo] FAE ZHAA HAU
o= 4o} 2)AA}ME SH(sociology of knowledge)d olfE o71M AH3}A @zt gt

51) “Buid AMA olgEe AA AYe BE AL O&d ANEFORM U g £ dge A
olch. 18 AL AAF o285 AZo| ofue} ojRo] Aol Aol dFelE Ay ABol A &
ek WEle]l Ane oAx {AEF Zoltk(Barry, 1978, p.33).
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W, B B¢ Feld due) f44e FARY AR F =ejdo. a9y, 53
e 4% Z2 3] YAbE $4 AYz @ 249 A% =d F4o] el
05D FAREL PRI Ghafol @ ETolA], B Rajehe 38l Bg A
B FAE dethe AE 348 € Rolg. 277} Az ok & Yo
AA3hs Aol oket A7A} slok @ Uo| a9 f48 TrE Aot
- € Y4299 dA4(igone) 8F BB OhE F = B H 9ol
= 7 A5E Y ANslor A0 FYRAL vnsE Bag Fol 44 |4
A AANN F23 BAE 092 Yu BHF¥oz Fn g g BE AF¥Y
= 2o glde He 498 et U
PR E ey ddole) wWde WEs) e Yo Ae dxstn do ¥
HEZS ANE 2837 AsibE AA o= FYTo Tao) Hag e Ahdo|Aut
23] A7 Qe ANY 9YY 594 . =2d Sde age AL otk Fao)
TBlE TE 129 Foto] WA mEAT SYYPL RAse ALtz 1%
S FE ol¥9 F3E UA Yet 8 nyAA gy Aeo|89] Hg o g
A AHolBoN U2 Fate) Hge P Mdeojatm Bax St giRie A
AM FAZ o)A g2 AN slol & Ho|}

o:
Ml

o,
1=

ro o

o

al

A

w41
2

po

o]

o]

54

2
x°

Hugsi
ZUE, 2000, ‘AT £29} He)H M viny nw, AP, A347 25 51-67.
HE, 19%, AT 9, Me g
AT, 1994, "FTYNYu A7) AR Y2 ¥y, 297 B Y, e 3Ry,

ME: e
HEF, 199, "DFse g2y He, TR eau, A283 13 298-330.
HEE, 1993, "AIYEH Aolg,, THRYA SR, A273 23 109-139.
AR, 2000, "FAFAAAG AYo)E,, AHF . 0|2 Y, TG FA,, Mg WA}
715, 1996, "HAY de: 2] MAY fAA,, N 0e.

52) A2 WA= of =N Fuie) YA Mol s Hew ATHRES VB2 PESuA F5
v A A, E A8 2ahH B9 =gw oz A go} ole At Autgoz ny $4
344 Zdg ASY A7 2% §A) on) Tun) Bz Yoz o) d2 sodsr) 2y
93l 2o 71Ee) 2YS 202 oE Y3 H88 A9} o} B4R Bo] FHYt & 4
= 8L auet 2 29 d9stugt sie @4 Hese Aol BHgsitke e 4S5y YA ANet
A Zeckn BerEr) wgoo),
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The Concept of Rationality in the Rational Choice Theory

Joon Pyo Jung

There is much confusion about the concept of rationality in the rational choice
theories. This paper tries to clarify the concept of rationality in the rational choice
theories by comparing it with the concept of rationality in the philosophical and
normative discussions. It is an instrumental rationality and what is rational in a
theory depends more less on how it is defined in that theory. It is a simplification
of the limited and incomplete rationality in the real world. And in many cases, it
alone is insufficient to explain the phenomencn in question. What is rational in a
given theory is embodied in the expected utility theory, Bayes’ rule, and
ultimately in the equilibrium concept used in the theory. Rational choice theories
cannot have explanatory power without adequately representing how the actors
subjectively perceive the situation. This means that a rational choice theorist
needs in-depth knowledge about the situation in addition to the ability to model
the situation and get the solution.

Key Words : rational choice theory, game theory, rationality, bounded rationality,
expected utility, rational choice institutionalism
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