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A EA)e &Qste wsAFgY Wz BAS A3 FxH ofolyolE AA
S22

B2 2] Y5kl ARH@SATA) B )9 Fa HIPATe 0F OE
a4l Boven, 2007, 2010; Dubnick, 2007, 2012; Elmore, 2004, McDermott, 2011 %)<
Aes d7FAst A7 BA W43 /idEd e AAE+.

e
-

I Z&AERe] Ao A 7=

L A749 o9t Hel & FANY

)

O AFAHL TN 2yt WaEele g dHo= dsto] 2dFAAM =

gof thde] Ha 9+

- ‘A7 ¥ (underdeveloped) (Romzek & Dubnick, 1987: 228)=Ho{gl1, FEAHA ‘&
(murky)’ (Gormley, 1996: 175)3}™, ‘7}4 #-2(chameleon)’ (Sinclaire, 1995)
ASHA AEHSE  FAA (Mulgan, 2000: 556)°]H, TFHOZE ‘#A ]
Z’(Kearns, 1996: 11)o.2 ZrFH™, AAo AZ 2/ Azox ®HH ‘&
(promiscuous)’'(Dubnick & Yang, 2011: 172)3}717kA] &tttk Hl#o] Al7|=H Al 3l
TE.

EsE

rr &
ﬂv‘

b oHo am

frri

O BRAY AGH BEHL AASL, BFATHY A FY FHYL AnH)
AL B golo] WA ofUAs} Td S¥e FAsT, AR eH 7

7h ARG o dF AHFE o]
O HRA NI Azxe 10668 F= William A7} =290 HE o]F FX7]17K
3] 10851d) &t &= ¢toll e BEE A4 AAAEFFIF A4k a count)ste] AT
Qo] #g3ste EA A (Domsday Books)oll Rl - 7] E354A g3} FAlo] ol that
ArFs aFFo 2N G AMdAE FHSEA A3 (Boven, 2007: 13 ; Dubnick,
2007: 13-16).

O AFFEZEANAN B AFFL F 7MY dolo EFPAEA F&AF! accountable
I Hu AL bility7F A7 FE .
- 3812 accountabled] o]Y¥A Bgl=

%]\

o T nt

K

#2219 (aconter)$} ¥ O](computare) = =

dlo

| 2

g220] FARI aconter(atconter)= Al4Fstth, #T3ITHto count, to reckon)g] o]

_8_
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™, Ztdo] FAQl computares AT = A4FStTHto compute or calculate) 5

N
o]
.
- 2AH YuE & o R4 e AFg(an accountable person) ¥E] ALt EE
Al sEe &FT AFEolH, o &8 om= dEEA wekH A AHan
5

- kA AR AYe F7](bookeeping) Bt

dojd oJmlE 7HA= 3] A (account) 2k

G #AE 7, AR Ade ZELS AARF ARAAA SRty E F

(L2l ol AMds 78 9 =& WEE §ol2A 4" 234 /Hds
st AF4 Ay SRjel AfetA &2 Fag Jid9)

O Dubnick(2012)= 54 7idol B ol 4ALA S At A4 &5 F29 A

Fol oid, FL& AMds 7S AT 4T FF] Z3F Ndor FFEH ok

< 1> ARA QA o)

TOJAR 9] o] Folatd o] ofn

(DThe quality of being accountable @liability to
account for and answer for one’s conduct,
performance of duties, etc.(in modern use often
with regard to parliamentary, corporate, or
financial liability to the public, shareholders, etc.);
responsibility. Freq. with modifying word.

# EEFOUAE(1999) - ME U2 Fo]th A (2002), Oxford English Dictionary 32

i
o
K3
R=)
r
2
a1
i)
lo
—a
2y
oo

={
a1
—d

O FolApae] ojuea Hojo] HEol uE, AT} AP FEaFo] FeP HE

H AL AT glot B F golzk ARAA WelA kel AXE AR EA

B wAe Bl B3 Ae(o] BAE okdldl fANE BAGA GRE @)
KR J

“ 4
O GolAd Hold mEd ATHe A, WBAH A4 4L yehs
£

34

Atelar, =4, dF  Tofodd o F(liability), & B/ (answerability), A7

(responsibility)# ZF#H3F u| &4 AAL S 7HAL deH, AR, g &9 oA
Q

oou7t g AEdHEe dFY WA7FsT Dol(modifying word)' ol ofsiA H
T £8H ZolsiA Z&He FHol UeS HF(Dubnick, 2012: 7-21).
- 28y A WA Aole S 4A &S A4 A4 48 MAste A,

o] “HF-A Y (accountableness) & TA=71e AES oo =y AR d
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Wast g4 r1dgatx 23HF, AT HEIL Y-S (being accountable) o] v &}
m, 77} Sl (being accountable) HF4E AFT AL on|dtE, FolukE &
sk

H3 e PR Aste] T4 HY

- ORA Ao ARAe o, S84, AdHEH FeldzE AFEAE AR o
ol & Were] Fol A AR kel wet s7kel ojvzE &84
TE AR dHoEE Y e ArE JAaFE TR Us
o oA, “AdGFFA WE AP, A g A R AR, A Y

o S Hopo] FAA St A7 Wt Fol wekA 1 o]
7 FEY FE FdA ¥e T U=

- GOl Al MA Aole ARAolts wolrt SR AP A wekA WA
7bed wEoR AolstAl &(d: AAA AFA, Az A54, W A7, A
A AEAY )2 F den, 1 o] E3 AFEE I & AeS AARHE:
HzAel WA oF(lability), BATEOFS]  SHEA (answerability)?  tH-&43

1=

(responsiveness), 71HZ2Z AWMUz E IARES} FF3HY] 4 Z A (fiduciary

relationships) ¢} 5 & (fidelity).

O gofstd, ARG ML AFYFEEH HE Tl oA vBFHelx, m¢ &
A o] FEAe MITTL & 5 fleH, ol AFA Ve REdd X
A tig vaA gxe] APATe AHEF SolA o TS A=AE oD
T de GAE AT

v ZFA4e A9

O ARG A9 AAAY gHH dF84 FHE fAsiAc DA on|oA HFAol

ofgAl AANHIL A=A ol el By AR Jig &40 AddE el s

- Boven(2007, 2010) 9= Margaret Thatcher® <] 21¥F#2le} H|= Bill Clinton]
JRAZzE &5 Aol ‘ARA AT o] HEY 7]EY A AF ARG G

‘TH AR R FRHow FiHI doal ii, HRgAdTo AAH 3

<E 2> I o] Y& oulef ARAF FL oo ARTHS FEEA

M oL o wo rlr
_|>i

He Aol NFAN TR A5RY AW 5o BAH A Sy
& EE A 1Hre AASE 959,
AAA GEelN F2 BAHE AdonA 24 mE U5

= A
sadel @ dH FEH Pote BA=l F2 Fu4, 244 59 &
o



r
H
El
Ho
Og‘:",
ol
o
ot
2
S
_>|.1_1‘
2
_>|.1J
Lo
)2
)
ot

71274

- doe AFHL g XS AT FATELEA JIed AdY A7 o
1

=R F2 AEHE AdozA AR o9
7HA 7] wEe] 5 Y - Agely]

o
A A A BA EE V|AZ AHSE.

774 9 (Virtue) 7] Al (Mechanism)

A R R FAA-24 BA

=3 B7H/ARA, AAH 712 | E4948/71€3, A 718 e 13
AT Eok T2 AHE2 A4 - A8 SA
AT A2 T& M =Y ¥

=84 A O S 24 o

A& HFAAY FF 7141 8] BA e d7154 714

% 24 Boven(2010: 962)

O Boven(2007: 452)& A 5-/dol 3t
o5 FAHeR FEI] Jlo] E&3
= SelMEe <FE 3>3 FZo] ARAH HAA
A gz ol Ade] et &

- o2’ #olef Aoolle “HAHA(H Fold At 2HFF 2T A A, FHAA
o] FFAFUY), Bsol et YA A - G, o] & % o7, 29
A Fzol gk A&, A Fzol gk 2o e, FAE 20 Aeko] o
2 Ax Aol 7Y FA8de 28T

accountability when:

el sht] Vel 9 |

Kol AdE FAHE BARL A relationship qualifies as a case of
1.3 7 . . .
oo, . there is a relationship between an actor and a forum

. in which the actor is obliged
. to explain and justify

2
3
&3] fI% o FE A, 4. his conduct;
5. X382 AES F94% ¢ glon 5. the forum can pose questions;
6. ¥HL FAkS Y, 6. pass judgement;
7. Y9AE J0 @& A Zd3 | 7. and the actor may face consequences.

O ATH WARA) Yol FA} teldle GTL G LA} PSR BA
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b AYEZ Qe E 3R B4 GAE SRk ojoF EHBoven, 2007, 2010: 952;

Schillemans & Boven, 2011: 5).

- A= AR wSAA (information phase) 24 HAAE Ao FE3 Aol o3k
Aoy AT A5 TS EHAA AT opnt 3k

- EAlE E9 - =9 tAl(debating phase)ZA EH-S At FF Ao dist
of ZARIAY FHHEE AT F don, PR EY - =9 AL FIo A
e ARE Fdststa 53k

- AA= A3 A(consequence) 24 EHL2 FARY] H o et HFHQA 44 - )

Z Z

A #ES YA =9 344 ddels B3R A 22 87 744 5t

O acFsY, Bojo ARge ARY slde thF WA §59 o] e vy
B7Ae BAFE FUINE FEHAT Ao FHYOR Aste] 2aH Rost 24
Bo] 47 7] WP BAA ATE 9% Adont AFeA Yvhn 2 5 e
- webq B e A% g =o)= Bovenel ®el el Auke F

O <3 4ol 0] AR Tl T AT Boveno] A Fole] AR Aojol 7R 24 T
90

- Iy AR AA AR e FAald A4 AAHL =5 A
= [¢)

=
Zyzk ol Aztol A AEA Al e Ad E4e AEF SFde] A3
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<E 4> T APATe ARy A

B 32l 33 6o
FTACU PN SHATAT IS SR 98 we )
AGAA & olgaTAAl ArlHo R By - A - SHse Pey
gitshews, 195) ’i’% AR AT AT AL A 1 7 B
3 Ave A4 HslelaL, WOl ENe e W) .o
AR s0p At A1 ARel T 2s%k A AR A 2y}
s Abs] 3 —1°]§Z]‘— o] 3 =}
A9 ‘é(2004 140): ¥k<=3hA| 2”°'?+ FE UitE FEE HolME B ¢ A A ]
SAel olm2A S5} o) R Tate] 1 ARE nfE 5 AL@FE + 3
£y sl ey o
A 22009), TEIAAL L o) Ygo] A A AeS T gl e
AT A3 QovlA 127 ele olalet AnE Bsjope ofF (gAY SRS
A3T1998); EAT 0% BAL 4Aey, o8 SaEe] wusoALAE ST
A& A A3y, RS FYst=t B8 v 8-S A4tsle Floln, Fao - B
Eod w8 B4 Nojsly 1 B ojn A% YASALAE 24 24 ¢ g
Ae5e] AYAI T weE A (L8 TA) -

== &880 AL (1994: 683): ‘Aol Z1#o] 7|7} 7 doju A&l dis) 7] )
Aol Ae AL EHAL W B Hes AT 5 Yt AX ek
951996 269 WAEA B Smpel S Bk g(Eed AT @ a

W | A B R e A e ARA), 1eF £ AAH A S
oE AFHAER Ay e L
AR H 2004 110): ‘AAR10|} 7o) Rejwre AL WA A% U7} Wsh) s A
A o Ao tiste] olal e AolA B, Aweli e A s olebn 4
AR (1999): ‘@ B Fofolu} o] GAAI FoRNE AN - B4 - AR
Aoz A Axd s AU YFE 48 sty e Ax LAt 2
AWA002: 153 T =ole] @Al FaAAs aTAe] Ae - wg B Fa A
£ weow duns Ay el
A T(2005: 45): B3]/ 0] F-9h A/ mAfolo] AT AT
£4Y(2004: 6): AYAL alof & g AT F 7 Ao A w - A - A%
Hgstert 39 A4, Aol olg 8P 23 2 duel 39 tetel v a o)
AN AME FoM Nk ENHOR slof T Yo WAHES she )4l
Ol (2010: 37): “AF- LA} BTl ApololA sk BAlS A B HY
48 0000 SAmarsel AREe olFololete a3 oY Are
Al W A - Sgels 395 Aae) ohed, gl el ot
A B AAE s BE AR (3FmH FA)

5 22 ZTEN0L, 205, PR ST, ARRTS, AT, ATH, S42ams, ok, Z2438) Sl 5S i
3] 2hg

O W] AT ofuxn Polof ATA Aol 2 AITHL Y= ATEE A

Hoz i WEL g 49

- 8, wRTolAAS] Holt AR ol AHZ
Ashehs Wed Aol A9 AT FF W
O F B FAYAA A At H3 YA

Mo 23} AAT NN 4% BEHE Tl

i)
rO
o
rt
e
]
5
o]
3e)
=R
)
aQ
[¢°]
=]
=
=3
[0°)
]
<
)
R
T
it

ojgJ sl oksl= YA Q) A TS 873}
2

?JO]L.% '_Eg
lom, 4714 FA2 A7) ol ddE fste] i dolA A F
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- thei)lst Q0 A2 3 ARIeARE S@dEe 2] ot 7], =4, 718 5 udsiAl A8

O <E 4> o AT AoIA BARE FF A4 E0IE Bovend] 7 ATY THL
AL FHOE ARFIALA, ATLTAHFU)G} AT YA, AR, ‘B

THR Y, AR, sl mE WA A, AFLTASE AFolYA 1o
WA, AsRa o 2 AN, 1 % golze AU - SWATHCIE T4

- oleid BB Bol < 4> o AIFo] Sl AT thiEo] 1% FAEAe] Fele] A

FASNAR: B AL D S QoL Qs TR ol 2 ShEo] AN
A el AIdE AR 2} 5 Aol Jpsab] el Fu) el A7y
e Agmel G52 /AE BHY 5 g A o2 RSPk drjEos p

S 2 ¥ 4 A
- A% ol th¥ Bovendl BoH Folst 77) FHLAL FF LAY BA ATE
J% 7RA Bz E2A BEHE o] At

o AFAH {FAUNE W

O <& 9 ZY APAT BHAAME & F Axe] 74 N3 A5 &85
v A7, FHE7Hs 43 (answerability), & #7154 (controllability) .

O FoIAAA ofmE PAR 9T} QRS Eah= ;Y (responsible for)S ‘AU T ¥

£ %3k A F-(accountable for)e} H¥AQl Tl X2 5(Wagner, 1989: 55-56) .= <l

gto] FofolARl omz YgARlAM WAl T ERFHA oy F §oje A3 FHe

g 7R S

&

rlr

of Yeh(zZ2, 2FFZ, 299, 59 vdds %)9] Aojoll A= Adzt A
o] 7kl oJu|23 LRo| 7}5EA &

- H27HA B A dole ARAe AR ‘?4_04'3}9319—‘34, LB} FHFo 2
oA AFAe] A oJuots ofF AFolg Mo oE& L 3(Dubnick, 2012: 8)

O @AY A AT FAHR £8&L2 HAEZ FFAHE)Y A
A (discretion) ¥ WA (expertise)oll Tt A& AXQA(FA) AF FAlo F44

o] FAE T3 AE3HA NHEHAE “Friedrich-Finer =" A A

A3 91 ARG TR Alxz dYA on #FdfES =3 7€)
- AU 1A o] EYA Al A At BEE Al &2

T AZe ofn|shzd W] AL ofd dofl gk Adtet Aol tisie] 2Rl

1:1[0
‘=
Q
2
@
=
)
S
S
3
=
X

2

_l
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B7he we 5 AWA FUYIHS, Bovend| 7IAA Ao TR (0], 2005: 37, 39 B¢
2, 2004: 20 xl&).

- Mulgan(2000: 558)2 A= FFAo] AY& FAstE T AJ@FFA-ALZ)
°F FHJoU Hdo ARA Mde AYRE 2FEIA-A TS ATk
Be, Ate Al =94 9 HAE & Holgde WA Jss I3 9gS

SRR B

o AEAE glolA Aol Aol Aol Batel AolA B - AW Lo

@ za_aﬂr(w E= Aol 49T Bast gl 5, ARAo] FHsA @t A
253 Be(el: G B@ wAe AYT AT wa)y

%9 Bovens] B 1 e oplelAS] ARHE WEFele] AASAO2A

o A8H YRS AFes) Bl AYFe A A7 Folot B 5 9l

- wEhA HYe AFEHE % P8 Z(Wagner, 1989: 57) 2.2 7+ 4= YA 1
Aol A= A9k deval B 5 S

O A AR WS 7 E TE gole $97Fs A%,

- AR Adel diEde sl thste] Flo] AxHor oF AW - BRI AL
a73he Ae AAIvE FAA S/ E S AFAEH 45 ndHor 48d +
Ae 7HE 1RAR do 2 k38 S AS(Dunn, 2003: 61).

- &9, e shAf(Lord, 2004: 136-169)= F¢lo] Qs TAT 4 S wol 33|

Q)

gele] ATgo] WA 5 Arke HolA BANSHR ATHE FUARIE

SR, ARk FAel wstel FARA B BA e FF, AN, W, 74

$)e 2ot 43 Aoz FEPTGE ZWA R4l FAY @ FeHe B S 9
Erl.

E #39 A ARA At N B e %*A%(Boven, 2007: 453-454).

i

O Dubnick(2012)& 574 7ide] 443 #4433 51 A8 m2h gt
guiE HAEdhes WA 7heT SolBAM UF A AHoR 2 %% a7t dna

B, A= ASAA A FHe BA - AAAA L] eFHL EFRAY =Y
2 FAEBovens AFA FoAP)o, ® T2 FAAME WFF AI T

3) A7t} AFAJo] FHAlel izt s AdYdTre] == B =Ea Zolrt S 4 gl

2 Cooper(192)°l] §J71six] A]le) 7ol AFe] Jihdrrt b oulE 7ExRl Mk Aole ATl fAS)| w)
2ol ARE SPIAI wlel] kel A SREChaL 2o oel =l AURS X 59,

291 YA A7} A ApA()FollA FaE G9lEpe —%Wﬁdi B UE B 9 Lot Al
o] 4 2ol FskAThA Fejol Hol(Yrt 7A)e A & T Edske A% dES dokie

e 01854.

4) Dubnick(2012)2 Ay}t 7ol g nuE 93k Zv|ds AHIE AASk g YUzl & Agdl o)
AE wf E Alolol] ¥l F7to] Ao} U7t oA oz QlEiA Eo] Qs Wo] AESIt s BA}
2H22] Ago] Helo] gl = ANt o1F FIFFZe] AEYZ o] vet WS g, oo thaid TS XA

ol—‘——];]___ Al O]
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(moral pulls)
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9] 8 =d(d: Romzek and Dubnick, 1998)3} #&H o] &(F<l-tglo] &)
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ME Tz W&

Macpherson(1996), a5
A delde 7HA

L

L

st 3l
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g2 &<l

xél zH

A,
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.
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Rol A Yaiol g
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O AEAY Aol el wekA the
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o mEbAd HEAE WEAA Y BRI A8 FES FHLE FHE BERAE
H oA ARA, asATY, GudRYe M2 A (FA AFAEDLS
DS A FA).

O HZ I -9 dF FAE(Adams & Kirst, 1999: 486; Elmore, 2004 Rallis &
MacMullen, 2000: 770; AA®, 2009: 125-126; ©|*+%, 2010: 41-43)°] A3t e WA
A5 (internal  accountability) AN AFAolge= 93 A -/ (external
accountability)®] H7]54%] FHE BlE F e 7FeAE AL UF(HEAHES
SRR AR AN 71EH).

U 2EATY AdTFES FHLQ
O BRAY FHAAN SAe ARolYH, ARaTH, AR, ALHI} Py
A Fol FAMoE FEAE UFe] A3 AN SolA PR U8 Bast
Qo HAATEL Axe] AP2MH Azel W ATY ARES AR 02 P

S AL

- F7F FAl Foe HsiA ojud Ao oW gl TS JHAE7R(Who is
accountable to whom, for what, in what mamner, and under what circunrstances?)(Wagner, 1989:
preface)

- P ARE TRER el BRE TR ARe] i FORVE 1 Avks FSRVRWho is
accountable? To whom are they accountable? For what are they accountable? With what
consequences?)(Oday, 2002 305)

- AR} oA ABEloR STk ) ARE AlFsokt SRk AgEoloRt AR o)
7k o) et ARE AlFsloRts AAH =S 7Eoksh=7R(To whom is account to be
rendered?, Who should render account? Why the actor feels compelled to render
account?)(Boven, 2010: 953-954).5)

- oA, 7t owe o) HF-E TR FolAl HMFE AT ok sh=7F(How, who
should hold whom accountable for what?)(Philp, 2009: 28)

O = A A7Ee] wSATA JE =ole & Tl thdt &2 ATAE sl s
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gomA ARy A4Rgd B BE And Nee AT e

o 3G ARo|gRel ARG o|RA A F, o ATo|BAT ARG
AARe] GAe Wi - Ansopsisrle] Aol ZAe A ARY Bl
HE AAsl nael ¥ So teld AASE B4} AHoR Rtk A

ol A71E & U=

- CRIF()AY, 2010: 39)S B HYPAF(RAY, 2004; DAT, 2009 5)] AR LS
Il FAATLTA)- (ATl BAYH B

= 2ol o] A4
A 2 Avel W ATaTAY hg FHel By AN RS ANGOoA
ARy THRAT BYAY S AR AU M ETBHOE HA}L U

. aEU AR FR olEe] ARE ojARelA UBHoE ZA FHsE 9

ABH o EAS AGHTD B w YTl FRe ‘A& o7 nrkE “E

o, ARA GAEHoRAY AL Ha ARy T4
A3 =

o o

= -

FexAY H84S MHAEAY oAfes E@8FNA A3
[e)
=3

> o Zd], Mulgan(2000: 556-557) A% 2dAom 9z HRA AL 714
Ho| tate] AFolagate] HHS D

2A9 Feojof ARA MdS AA S YA (Philp, 2009: 30; Boven,
2007: 451-452)& A|A7} WrEA] ARG G3S BHASHA ZohH, Pt it
A B2 A%G fde] 5 907 ATV BukE “AAT F e

2 =

fex]
=
g4 AAVIeEE ALK A

Fol Qi
4 Ao FA%
O Boven007)e H&E 4/l ARA BA ARAEL F25 BISUA A4

il [¢]
A8E TYeN WAARE FBY + A= AITEE Oed Lol AN H 9
[e)

o -

= 2| XHCHF O =X ZHEF25XD
ZExp - UAPS - TIPS - T R
FHobs] A SR - AR AR
WSO SHA 2= Eol/=2] o et
= (2argo=p THCR A
APEPE - AR -
2 el l
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Za} =™
= B = \ e

#% Z: Boven(2007: 454-462)
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- ol mEE 2353} P9t —Zr?_] 2]l #Al(a principal-agent relation)ol]l A3kl
7] W&ol AF-QFAZA 9 2 = gF EACEE, A, 9
3], AR, A T % PAZY - AD - THA -
A, A, ARA B2 AT - 22 oY S)ol wEt A, WA,
2, AEH YRAo] MAT 4 9oy, AFRE 016§6HO]: = 6§Hx}_ HJJJr 22
NI Xk BA Aol m 2]
AEAo] AAE 2= Qrhy HbS.
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o] BAARE FAHCE FAT 5 3

O Iy ol FL 3] 24

st Wz St 493, WA 9%, AR AL Ay T)ol 9

A5 AL T8I Hrt A= WA 54 &zz}(Elmore, 2004; Rallis &

MacMullen, 2000 5)9] F&ol ZA3 ] wEH T MdF=E =3 #Zo] A5t
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AN AR b YAl B BFAAZ FASNAE
O olHF AdTEE wASRAREYe) M FU - ABLFPIRZ o] s
AABI Qi ARY Ao TANYH olo] T SmzAe] WA W3S FH

o2 AT F e FRIARA FE&E F e A

O LEATHE AEA FHA ololtols}t ofd, WEARAA HAsH AR, 123
MYl E B EASE AdoR FY Wadel 9.
s

sloix WHEOFS A AABE DHE Fajo] FFo|
AW e BAL G AU FA Gelow AxHo| $e

- =8 AAfFelel =a, ATTHA - D) 9T 20} 59 AdBAY A
AR AA} 2EAA AN $HH Fade O A5 He A%
H91e

O WA ouldAe LEATA =, ALATY WL 24718 wA, A

AN Fe EYAY Al B4 A%H AT Azeld stel Sy tel wls)

Ao REHAE Axee AR AT HIoE AFHHT 9 S(Adams & Kirst,

- Ed, 2gATAe FHAAA RAge] oJalN Ao Lid AE DA
of 2YE F7l WEel 94 ARAe] HAL AW, A8 SweslE ot

oz FFgttE H(O'day, 2002; Elmore, 2004)0)0) 4 Su 3 F43} FYAEHIE

- 2y w&HFAY) g2 ol FA et AL HYHA thajH = =A] o

6) Elmore(2004: 145-146)= ¢4 #AF471A7F SAAE 9o FRd Aol gt AFolads o9}
el AR FAdrt By AR J|EAE JHE ATl FFHE AT A F4l
S 93 AFA, FAA, A9 A?(accountability for what, to whom, and how?)' & F&3laL Jth
ol wSAFAYY guPFdo] BXE F UeS HoF= AkEQL
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WA HEY ARAT YeHon AusEl} 44 %8
O AFAolge] WAL o2F ol e AN & A= A 2 F 9
[e)
= .

- AR AT QoM B nRAHeEA AFAHQd 9AL RomzekHt
Dubnick(1987)°ll ¢Jai4] o] FolZ HF 5.

- o152 HE 7 BHAT Tlo] dopgk V1 EY VAT A AR Aol
ofyel 9 Fo] AXA GH(HAUE E5 F)ol YA NASAS Wiz 7|&x
w40l gAY AHE JeElRTE AMS PFA A g FALHHE vs o
W FARERTFE vs AFF) F -, Ao wARe FAHCE #8A - HA -

e - AN ARYow THHE ARH ARY7|A

fr
i
of o
ol
ol
oo

McDermott(2011: Ch. 10)= @9ista A3A7|E3 HxDA ofFo dis]
SAALe] 2ok k¥o] HFstal e
_‘|
o

CHey Qlof chet SH A

ey 7L
oy BEN RN e
g (Bureaucratic accountability) (Legal accountability)
el ge oEe| wojet @ele] S5 S S0|
of HojaTo| ofs| = g HerEol ofsi = gy
o =
s ﬁ.l.l‘7l ﬂ'
- Hed
5 HEN M2Y HA M2y
= (Professional accountability) (Political accountability)
E HEde| 2B g dipt iEI_IEH§—| a5 4 xfﬂ ‘gql'l et
Z|o|E OiFol OE =F Wy 2rsjol 2jsiM
(28 4] At mga74e 4398 534

# Z4: Romzek & Dubnick(1987)3% McDermott(2011: 184)& 44 - B hate] A

O acfstd, A3 &
Fe s 7PdstEA a9l
0%zttt & F 9

o

WA Argel Bay
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FEATH AL SAH A%

AT wsh Lol ARANAL ARH GRS Faste B A4S A4t
4 BEE AAFAAN 2HE T YB@ AR 45 x|
B4 WAE FASL QAT BREY ARy woe 4ogye AT Yoo A%
of ST 9e
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2L

GARE ATHIATE AAFBORA ofwF fES ABT 5 YEAE ¢ FHoz TR
se] AAE B 2.

TE A. =73 A4 (Instrumentally) B. £22 X4 (Intrinsically)
Al: 5A|(Control) B1l: 444 (Integrity)
1 7P 718H ARA7IAEA ARA7IAE AFEUL APl =
= o] A58 Ade] 2848944 & 43 d5& %3 (doing the right thing)
e 4& FHoE F&HY #ABAEY st FHoEA 8, ALY FAE
I A7 Gol oA dA T, A W - 2 g &84 =5 A2

A2 A3 #2014 FF
(Appropriate ethical Behavior)
L ATYIAE A AREg 4e
4 sh= AgE YA 2)(doing the correct
thing)] FEHM EFLAHA £,
A3 A, 2AFHE 5 P2

B2: 152 34
(Democratic Legitimacy)
ARYIAE AFPRY H4H 5o
2 FHY, Awdz BE FEAA
F75E F94 A9 7147 9.

B3: A ¢]/378 /3 (Justice/Fairness)
AL A dFe] ARHAIZEIGZ Al A
AL B 408 F) T TN W
Fold A} vRIEA HAAE ik Bgdt
o2 3B 2 T AEAe] 730
At

A3: 343 #HPerformance)
7h ZAEst g AFG7A A
Z-ssty T P =7 o
z AL

> @
e

O w&AAe F&4 AP A2 FAFTeR AAHHL A= AFHFHS
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&9l A2 43 02 43 42
o Absd Al
2 A4AE Bagel e,

Y JHL XX XEd

A. E7E X}2l(Instrumentally)

Al: EXj(Control)

5 (=)

oI - B3 XE WX - U5 - we
ol =g - =k XD

Az HEP RElH FE
(Appropriate Ethical Behavior)

.Ew:E—‘g?I—.rﬂﬂ ﬂ-‘l’E Bk ko

A3: =84 af(Performance)
oF - g8 IFE 8¢

l

~EX3)

B. &= X2l(Intrinsically)

B1: & & &(Integrity)

ESX ASKTIE S
e - A Ee BE

[ 4

B2 PITX BIES
(Dernocratic Legitimacy)

“QI33 0| F 2] (democraticness)”

Hrel X|&a SN &

B3: Fo/F & & ustice/Faimess)
"s—lﬂﬁi’d HEE - B2HEoE

TS Ty SIYOS oiR0l BEA B
(29" 5] =74 - A4 A #3 72 uSA74 4 ek

¥ Z2]: M, Dubnick and K. Yang(2011: 172-174)& +3%

2 LEHTAY A7

O WHAFAHL Itz A4S 2Este Fuzxzas #d olsgAaE o=

HEgE= Mdol7]l Wil oF 7hsshA ¥ FEe AHE M F US

O & Hires 34 749 u§YFA B Hd3Y A7HAdams & Kirst, 1999; Elmore,

2004; Philip, 2009 &)l A1
1A

- FRA-tgol 29 A o] M
WA AT o YR YA

2 0] 8 29}

44 2 4Ty

MWEQ

429774 W9le R
o EAZE 229,

/K

A 2

7h FA-tEelel &
O wHAEA #d s APAFoles ALY 27i7F Hol A AT AFA4 (&35
d) Mae 2AAAGANA fFefigh F<-th 2]l o] & (principal-agent theory)oll 73}l

A+ (Bovens, 2007, 2010; Adams & Kirst, 1999;
- Fl-dEel g2 EE F¥e ARA #AE

Philp, 2009).
Fl3h tejelel Ak BAZ FHY
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=, WSAAEZEY A, ddFG9MNEHI AP 5) A4S S FEE 1]
o B o® oF AR HHs 7.

O I3y 93 A4 AAYT didl due A& 2AF4Ue] AZA Fol
FAHOE FEE W AFAdo] FEREA L ¢ =g AAFTAI} EAYEA g
o= vy A5 A7 EH S
- A/ ARY BE AFES gRlstr] e ol tid Al2E A aLgt Friedrich

g &4
9} Finer?| =A< HEE Aol L.
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1) Friedrich®} Finere] =4

O FAAYATF) &A7F o F Al Jd=7F ok WF JEA A=rte] &4 5,

SR FA Wi SAS 752 Friedrich®t Finere &=AolA AfF3HelFF, 2005:
47-49; SR T, 2003: 744-745).

- Friedrich(1940)= #4A (A7) P o] what

obd, 17t 7ied A4 ‘e AR g AAES v o d@eiA, S A4

A PAAEA AZEF WHF Y S G o

[‘

- RBFol Finer(1941)+ Friedrich7} %549 T84S st tal vlHstHA P4
Ao AP 2FAe FA B AA g AAY FFH EFe TlA 0SS A
s ddg o jlon, dAETT WY FTddHd AT AdxHe] FFo| 74

=
s 2 4.
S Fiich Fices] 2 & A7 Yelol slofd "o 2 A7 (ol 2
Ags = e
(Boven, 2010: 962).

2) WA A7 93 254

O Wa AFAda oA Arye 234 xstel] ik Bt a2 37hx9) o=
Aed 5 s

- A WA AR IE e 2EA R aH ARAe] AL THATIC ke 2ok

=gH oz 7hestA grhs UAY(Al: Mulgan, 2000): A A =97 7HA]
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58 (account-ability) ¢ 2 #A == &
s

A ade St glom, ol i = A AR
A A “dH] A AEAGA Y] 4£&3] A o AYgaE &5 oF F )R
HE A2 F s v
T oAe T AR z3rt g¥AHeE FasgEs UAY(Boven, 2010; Dunn,
2003: O'day, 2002)
= o], Suxe] T w&FFS A dF i AF4/e0H AR 7)AE
= A

A e AEA ATE 384 AR AAF dAE ETeke AR Oday,
2002: 318-322 )& ol2l3 AlzkS whgh
A WlAs WE A54e AR 94 AR4e dAE SHAE U2 (Elmore,
2004; Adams & Kirst, 1999)
= Elmore(2004: 3-5)% ‘AAIZE9 97152 714
Adtell AFPugAG2 L AAo] AYH= dejstae] W S 7}1%31 T2
2 22T AGAA & S wFske WA AMAEE Aol dast
o .
= &, WA AL oF AFA APsiy o= FuFdS 97 ojwet e s
A& HEEA] a3k AR 223 (Elmore, 2004: 114) 2= A4
webM WA 253 ddd

Jﬂi 2Y

$YEAS BY NS B PP A wg
Y7 2147 Sl ARES S-S 9 @ AL =gol 2 oty B

(Adams & Kirst, 1999: 485-486)

O gcofstd, W& ARy oz AFHEZ WHyHes ol Z4Td AFA7|A=
Friedrich®} Finerd] =74dlA {23

- AAER Y] BEAAAH dAAAH Y] Hpde] A

I AP AAH TR A= A A

A PAto] BE WEFA Ax)H 93 HFA4(

A A A% Ay wHAAE FA] Ao

YA gl uhgrE st o] HEHe Ax
=
5

2 A BEgOA WA ATHT 9% ATye] HAe S g e
YHY F Ae AU BAE PR 2] U FARH Bhd PFD AL
g A T A

TFU FAHL PHES AANET IA
Aol A gty YA \&%’—]iﬂﬂ oA 2y
=9g]E TAHOT AT . Bt AEA gAY Ao

2)
ﬁlﬂlﬁﬂi Hgsle =8-S 7leole Aol adh
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0 mgdde AAFHAS W oATAALe AH Hs FH - AH Byl T

FetAl nakE = Eokd.

S oo AR WArRoEAY RaARAL 9 AR AT B - A

B 9H - AAH ARY Sol 45 FR(EwERole AvE ARH BEA F

e % de)Eel AARE B3 AR 4AS AT & 5 L.

O I8y AFA 7A= <& 8>0lM Hokxol Aaade] AFH Fxo webs g

F ARYRA Bold ARAEAST BFAHOE 18T 5 Q7] WEo] ARo|YAE

2gd ARy 27 GE 03 £l UAH BAEA A sbsAel 2.

- DA EA TRl g ARAAAE £ £V BEEES 49
AoAe epds ARHES FHA 5O sl =T FALNE TG 2
st Aol (el ARA AUT duA U8

O Ed&elA tefstAl AEHAL e dSAFA7IA TAML “FAAel £He) 3

A AEH A FALJAERZ <FE 9>9F o] 77IXZ HEE 4 U (Schillemans &

Boven, 2011: 6-8).
< 9> ATA A HHY nFARAe Aol

RS TA E9 - =4 A3
71 - 718k
(Transaction & opportunity costs):
T2 Aol PAHH A | ATl
o} AR QIFA(EH)7} A | (Miltiple accountabilities disorder):
thete] FEoAnge ol 9l | AT A AEA
ojA @AY ARG A | & Asfstal vinAZ.
Be =E, A4, AREE 48F
== o - ¢
aed d | a eld me AY gk
(Contflicting expectations): 1}4Y
ARolY = g0
i_zd]é]fgm]}éﬁ}jqé—ft— 5&:5_;4 BAI’$4(Loss of control):
ol AAERZS} 7S of | H742(Negativism): 253 gsArde 4y g
o EBAeE 98E A asange) gexldde A | AR4e A2 Adse 93¢
o T ZERO] AE
SH ST | Ravae 342 Bolet | spl 9, o9 el Az
£95 Folof & A} | v FAHETR: Azt A | om <lst uﬂa]?_l(é_g%x})% T
;ﬁﬂ} (—E‘Xﬂxu*, = Zﬂl')‘nj—*f‘ g | 0 FE washed 2R T | B2 ASHE YA shsA)
Wr(accounta ilit =] AAS A8 g, 7 Az Foe 39t
. F 5}] O]'H] Q(ﬂ Sl= , = TUS
dilemere) Tl WAA 2. AR FAE AT
38H %A
H'3A Y (Blame games): (Symbolic accountability):
ARgdEd A g AYS | B AT SAH - FAHA
o5 gAelA Arisle @ | E3E AP e 9%l
Ay fle @9 43 43 9
= Az 7hsol S+
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St REAFAAA(A AR A BEoL Belstie] uH o Aol 79
e T WA ARY THol Yo% WEA TSR BAR 0T
- WEAT olgAs EAT aTAY AFH A LA GFARAINAT T

G oo AR B B olo] UF o A AAY BAL AB A =9

% ATHIA A Feld Axs INE HUY FRT AHA FEF

FA $AH AUAF A7 D Bagol 9.

O duhARg]el ol A7 A= A 93 &t 228 B AR =7 Avds 4
ol Slo &3 T ¢ v TSR ARSI WFARRle] AFH THA(Ael, 44,
ARAL ) Ao - T4l B F - BAT F e dF9] 23 =4 ARl wetbA

EEGRU EAAY, FHOEE 34

AERHE A BT

3 =olo] ool H3 9.

O oA AME ksl Zol ARA AP vEEY, Wolo] AR Holo ARA

o2 TEHIL, ATYIAE FHEH geb EFH - hAH FUO
.

o, A, AbE FHAM AR AFH el mEtd AZ g8 AEE 7 43

_/':
7H TR RM ALE] 2 AT, 2 EoF olai At

HAAT, AeRE, dulole] YYD Z)3) Tt

2
i)Y
e
offt
o> -
ol

oot

O ARHAAY olHF tF - B 479 2L ATHAAL 4 WS 4
(o B3 87, A 4%, 3449, 2483 5o mebd god 34 - vF4
A ARREAC: WA A, FAA L, BAT AFAEA, AeH AR, A8
¥, 294 AU 5B Bl A8 4 AF - Bopol A old A5 4T 5

v, & %A (situatedness)’, ‘T B} A (polymorphism), 'TF7]%5 4 (multifunctionality)’
e &9 A8 B EAYE 71A17] WEY(Dubnick & Yang, 2011: 176-179).

O ETFel - BAze weaHe #¥A wAW wge BAA 44 3 27} wgHa
A =
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Bt A Ee] ARl dELE e, WdETdel ANH JrAY, ARywow o
W 2 A, AGafiF S8 3E, ARZse A8 As oA AT
Aol @ ATE FFeHA A3 wAAN Hrie AAY e AEA £TE T8
t Aol Qe oldF AFAL ATAHTIA tF Aukd o] FRH R A
A - BAE A% A Froles ¥AA L4 A4HE FH of7 Adn & 5 AL,
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