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KZFERe HEFahr b g8 fr3 #o5As L B H =0 & Skocpol (1979)
eh( States and Social Revolution ) 4 13 ¥p ik ¢ S5 FBLEE ~ V- B € 607 2 > 12 B
AREY RAFZFERPRREFLFEE > AL &0 PR TP v BIR 5
Bk e AR e d RF) 0 A K ARATHGIGE S o - FHEC TR
A EKR I RER B B AN .

ATt > Krasner (1984 :223-246) AR FF 1 ® » AFIRFE A 2
hiFds ¥ > B sNgran ;‘#‘JE—?#E%“H' & A A Pehp AIE S Fulb ey TR
g f2% ; (thehistorical cure) » A SRF|RF T Bz R I 4R NMDIEE > AR
,acﬁ:' T AR LY WA %}*LET%H:%‘& LAFFLE A LERE T
oo FEARER{T AR o“?iﬂw?aiﬁﬁ BL AT AR T DR £
By s F 3D T 5% (punctuated equilibria) ' m&’ (LR A 1
BAFZed| RSB AH o Krasner (1988 :66-94) ¥ — % A Ty ¥ » %4

(1) T#rgs o) 8™ o a8 Ln o ‘ﬁr«iﬁ’% FARR; (2) FIR
FAZRE FBIPRB AT A OB HFEEAF R EFZ AL RFEE S (3) #1
BRI 2 Fl RS 4 p A (self-remforcmg) it k4 (positive feedback )
Bgem AR RS R s (4) B FE BT iR AR R0 o F R feAe 2

1% Krasner (1984 :240-242) &% 4 3 B e h (4 dig (v £ 245 F 5 5 W i BB @ 3
AR RFiCAED P REFSL ) ’iﬂgﬁlfﬁ.f&f BoEERFEL B EEsURR
ool R e AR F REDE T I0E; L RF PR CHEE fbgleq\;ﬁQ XY }gm
SEARN - ﬁ&%%@’$%ﬂﬁ%§%mw§ﬁmr#y—@{ﬂhmwp, 1 fe o
Fap e gt F ke a P B B2 g =k Y By .

“Kmma(w%>m;ﬁa%iaﬂ@wmﬁﬁ%ma’{maﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’é
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Hall ( 1986 ) 1 Governing the Economy ) #. ik 5 K ¥ #1 & A & eh
PrEdp AR AR Y R R HYR AT R E AT AR A &
AAHE AR (Peters> 19991 64) o # HRF Ry (F- RAEHOALE Y DHI R % -
KRFEAEgIEY > ARFIREFAAL TR 15— > WRBRP TG 78
-gmﬁ44¢;§t:’&ggﬁﬁﬁgm%aaﬁ¢mmﬁwgéﬁijjvf;,gg
’f#f‘?ﬁa'ﬁﬁﬁ”#ﬁ’? B % (Hall » 1986 :19) - %’ﬁrt“ » Hall +* $& 1970 & 80 # i* & &

PER A I RS 2 W 135]?"\4??%3&57#?1 s IR R F1 R Y R e

2 ] BN S S )

\"D F_‘- ‘F’“" \_:.

Jﬁ'k*_ ) TR A GIRRER ~ E S Fiﬁ\/i— IR WA R s f RN Y o G
iZ fr e KRR 5 P e i) ’"%,"Lr o Hall # % g Sk mffgs“g_;\ 4
Fp BEEETA & RRA & ¥ T A (ideas) Pl WO T iR Fl B P o
(=) BEFIEERIREREEL

1990 # 2 {8 > L FIR A RAFT L 3 ETHHE > LA FHP B R kBB

FeH AT RGP L FRA LR ENIRE R — ;L Y
RAFRE S B (1) BN FsdI R blde 2 R R4]38 17 (Skowronek »
1997) : (2) B rFis3k3E > bldog W B 22 = (Pierson® 1996) ~ 23 F A 4L
& (3) e ted iy hod X B Sl4cl A B Rk > 45T B FSRAL
(Pierson > 1994 ) ~ & 2 @& A8 % (Linz & Stepan > 1996) -

B EFALFRE 2R AR FHR L BRI REFES
# & o Thelen ~ Steinmo and Longstreth % (1992 ) % (Structuring Politics : Historical
Institutionalism in Comparative Analysis) — % 5 F ¢ > 5L Gk iip FEILH » Hpt
%‘3'}’?"\_& FRETLEEAFIRAEKR ORI AR R F R LRGP EEH
BAE 8- AR ERRGIR L EDEK > RAFIRT R R e
W RATUSES T R LB R I g A o ‘”ﬁ'&%%}"v LR AcE B
ABRGREANHT R TR A Th ) A > UFRZ Y cRRRTEARE 3T
?\Lg&fﬁﬁ BRI E > B TP RIm mﬁﬂ’{;,}t“*bk”’ pES w&f#f}: | B A,
%18 e/ 47 7 1 - Hall and Taylor (1996 ) ~ Rothstein (1996) ~ v+ 2 Immergut ( 1998 )
FELMSUEEHRLZEA L ERAFTERE S E Y NEJIRDTE

Fakg it~ LA ERS fff WA R peE i LG CREBB N 4 S B FE SR S
A~ (sunkcost) ~ & kKenA FEEfE 0 4o wﬂ_g;kg,yﬁ_); SR bleuE 2 0 A e 7 L e TR
ERIEE B I A s s y PR & *mﬁﬁf]“{%’”‘W‘?%ﬂﬁ*‘@lziﬁmﬁ—a\ﬂq\o
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AR TEF HRBIE G TR R FRPE RS EA > IR L
%’ 5

-4+ Hall and Taylor (1996) 45 1 € #1& 1 & ﬁ_fﬁ;“a,{‘;}(é‘g"};,kﬁJ_ﬁa g
#‘r?lr? Lk B T3 > L W 8 enB4 > Hay and Wincott (1998)
BOFE LA BAMATIINE CIUHE B HRELREY B - 5w
A% T E P A% o 4o L - 8% ? 414 Hall and Taylor (1998) T4
o ORI N Yk S e L KA N MR Yol D R EEY Rl
i?wqF%JJEErg@JEugkﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂh$ﬁﬂ%°TMEH(H%)EU&FE
HheragPT o~ TihEdrmp s s T dde 2 ey |~ T pely
B BE ) BG4I F*%i&# AEBFRARLES FeHAL 2 &
s A AT RS R ST T T > W T 4P %] (critical juncture ) £2 T w A2
(feedback effects ) ffF & #]/& 1 & crfbird o

B d 1R L &N & v 3F FH A o Pierson (2000) Ml R Ak g E AT
v T w R iR | (increasing returns ) ep 435 1 4844 ﬁﬁ?’}@-% PEC S B e
fiﬁﬂ’” R BEITGAR R FIFL e A B R S JUSHI R R R FUMfE A aZb
#M~ﬁm,mmwwwﬁﬁnWﬁiﬂ% {530 A 4 R B g R
el R AR ke A2 B TREZREE ) L R & B2 7% o Pierson and
Smwd(mm)mﬁﬁ(# AR AKE T AL S @A RS
AL P RER YV RGWT Y 2 B WP R S| SRR g R B AR
% o Steinmo (2008) 32 2 9 & B ihig %Wfi MR PR PR dg VIR o
£ BFIRRROPY] > SF DAL e REAKRFL P DEBERORR . a2t
S F I R 4

— ~ BEHIEEENBUeHEMFRHQ6VEE

Feip A A P R E R G b A ARG ERIEY P e I g ] K
134 A alh (ontology) KAL - & % 4cie § Frcisena [ B8 1 £k 2 g
F e L B0 @ Y BB R P oh B 27 3 g /2 (Marsh & Furlong
2002)

FAIRL A2 BA R SRV B oo MEER IR L KR TR KL B
%ﬂiﬁ%ﬂiT’%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁ’#ﬁwﬁﬁ$m;r—mﬂ%ﬁhﬁm
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FE, > PRABEEEFIRLER S R T 6 S SRR sk AR E
B 76 T8 R 24 (Hall & Taylor» 1996) ; tpcin® EFchiz o m ¥ (7
‘E‘””ﬁm@'ﬁl’— b EFcip A R AE 4 Py BRI fﬁv—‘F‘fmﬁi I
uaJ&ﬁﬁ%m%mq#’1W;ﬁ%¢—%;ﬁm&%?ﬁi%m o

25 RRA IR G P oAk g FHIR 130 i s TALE B Y AR
R ML RFRET 'M“'mf“"l’iﬁ? = oy {4—5 SN EE B T F SR 3
Abg v it erE A o Bt o 2 0 (THIR) Ao A Fh k4 Bivae s B
W sdeomif AL ¢ oo g o § 0§y L g R (Meyer &
Rowan > 1977 ; DiMaggio & Powell » 1983) » $F= it e ff ~ $4L ¢ I % 11T 2
dRLARFITREER o

(—) BREIEEZRNVEEE

L i?i’&fﬁﬁﬁqg‘k%** PR AR L BRFHRAF A E T AE
Bl R WL Y 2k o oA - EHBMEER OERE S
£ v ”%93"*"“ Wiomr4RF HELp L ivr (Katzenstein > 1978)
FREFIFA L R UAE N GERY RS SRR R siie? B AR )
FAp o {E-f AP, & Ting ) aPtE (Krasner > 1984 @ 223-224) - Fre
FIRABZUAIREES 7R BB 5 Fc A BT Fadmisd (b i
P BHAREREE JRADKATLE - F4 susH RSB Rl £
ERBAEERBNIE JH I FURHIRADE AR REEAI M SRS
BAIRATRE A BRI LE LRGSR 2ZFRRIGF 5 7{}1
FHEM 2 L B LT Y AL BT Y £ 3 =& p4 (public goods
B (Pierson » 2000) - H = » T3 chpisd| A T2 A EE G R RS R
‘*}*’Fé’””"545”—&‘%_*?7?'11%&’E:Iﬂf}ﬁ"Zifimﬁu@ IR i #
FEEHAAIERTEERFLP D A2 LIRS PR 22 R
fe e s A {?—*‘ﬁxl’&? 72 eI % (Thelen & Steinmo > 1992 :2) ; & {é » &
Fe o e > FlES T HE CRBEE ‘L’fﬁr]‘% %ﬂéﬁlﬁ]’%“’mrﬁrﬁ ol 5 9
mAR R AR T AR AL HI R A &Ry B2 (Pierson &

U\/

| 4

2 Pierson (2000) 4p &1 : Foip 4 EX A L E D HGATE § LB LT R AT
@ T et > W5 & #ﬂamﬁ B EERAE > LHE B ST TRnF B 0
2 q];}“d]ﬁiﬁ(/p/}f—fﬁmgﬂgﬁ ;J:;Ers },g\.;{\p"i ILE X A P;FEJ. ﬂrf’gigﬁ%t;{/r%ﬂb%é
ATNFIEAZR 0 E K 0 1B EiE R AR EFIR DR F LR L 0 S P A sl 4
MRFGHFIRE ﬁ:}i p AR F AR 0 AR T RAF G o
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Skocpol > 2002 : 693-721) - BT JrisiEAR 2 B R IFX R R R o

(=) BEHIEERME RV (ER

AvvuplRanE < p2iv® > L IREFARTE TR o Y R
B i SRR § BT R S AOROBRT  ABERREAEI R AR
BT A A SRR o BlAr RN A B FERAIEE A 2R BB AR
BABBIERY 5 FERHIFULPIR P N EF (F ﬁaﬁ#ﬁ FUp 2 AL ES, -
AL R BHAL AR eI P R b H T
PR RAILF R R o WE R IR R AR B "’%)ff‘i v F e s 7R R
ik AT F (Steinmo > 2008) ° FUSE AT BIEHRFE R oL X A &
MjEf ek BAUSE A HRA - 58 2 AT A B SR
G rranprsAvEs o R HIRF B R afcg (Pierson & Skocpol 0 2002 )

(=) BEHIEEE=MEIRAEAEE

B H - #wengE ol & > Hall and Taylor (1996) 325 g 414 4
P A e B (1) e Af A & A TFIREBMES PPI MG 2
HEEFIR L K45 T3+ 84 /&, (calculusapproach) 4L ¢ EH4| A 1 £ M+
it | (cultural approach) v B AR L REEPITRI T ch e (2) BB A
ﬂ@ﬂ&ﬁ?ﬁﬂ,ﬁ%ﬁiﬁwﬁﬁmeﬁﬁwﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬂwﬁ%iﬁi’

HEAEMUMARES S TR0 (3) PUMAER FRER A
LB B ﬂﬁ?'?/ﬁ 4 TRISRIE ) M T RBRGHIRTE L 2t E,E%W*
& % frm > jr‘ o (4) 2 AEFIREA L FUL RS IrE- FF o AAE N

Ll ol S VAN (B 7\1—\'@‘& F% o

Pierson and Skocpol (2002) -~ Steinmo (2008) J"S WERFC AR A Kt

" Hall and Taylor (1996) A 5 |+ & 4| & ;&'ﬁ T e B (1) BX ﬁ:fn:ﬁ ik 45
T FEP LT REFRLOES T FEFEG R ARG AN A 5 (2) BrsAR
?— FRAE-N R SEAIE- A rﬂ‘ﬁiﬂ‘mﬁ\“ 1 ﬁ‘iﬁ wAd IR %R (3) ﬁ,. T;'H]?v‘ -

AR TR AR SR AL ATy 5 (4) giz EH P ah o FEC 2 BENAE

%\‘Vt’ﬁiﬁ ﬂﬂ@imﬁ» ALY ﬁﬁv‘ﬁmﬂ’" FA T fiim%’*iﬁit EN R R Al E N G
nﬂ Com AL g BHIR vaﬂpuf—ﬁﬁﬁ (Uwvui%émta‘ﬁaﬁﬁ%ﬁ
e v P gk R R D% ik S (symbol systems) ~ 334 HCS (cognitive scripts) £ 3 7R
# - (moral templates) AL 2 4B » F L &R e A R s (2) ﬂ*'l}ilé?f?iﬁﬁf‘:é&l’a?
% é;@ﬁg Lo f;:z e ﬁﬂf%ﬁviﬁva‘\u’x&%" ) giigf%ﬁviﬁvgkag,% . ;—j :kﬁ//,,\*g

2
=
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AR AT AR 2 EERARK (time horizon) F 7 B3 H s Finr (1) ML

R \‘éﬁﬁ'}kﬁﬁg_{g;g;ﬁy}igﬁﬁa\@]%§§ G ARSI R SR

FOREA SRR bl LR SRAEH s @]7\7‘ 7?2 (2) Bt

FEREL PRI ELFRIRP TR T RO L SR NG R AR
BEY AR 0 Flwl P pERY A F)| (timing and sequencing) S F IR E ] ~ 02 B

WAEACRARR 5 (3) MERARET FEEK  EF I R 2 &
o BREBELSBER S AITIUATIRE F L ERDREE D FHRG ERY H

PR B%E > L 138 (contingency) ~ B F 2 ~ pFRF Y L BRIE e

0 @ EF L RELUIRR] > RITISAR S (REE 2 - IR .

-
BN}
]

Fezo FHARLEARFGe S TR A M SR EARAIR B AR
PAeie A AR AR AR AL BRSBTS E S A fw‘ﬁ’ T
TEFERDE AR RO REROERERE SZAFLR G4 TG
ﬁr@%@ﬁ%@J?rﬂiﬁ$%@Jm@@ 1%@’&%”ﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬂ
Ay~ 0T 2 RBF) R M AT LA —?ﬁvi%ﬁ’! FHE S BTRE  fEE D
B MBI S % BB AN T REF T %@’»A R AR A &Y
BBNBER 2 HFEFT R -

5 - B SIEEBIBREARRE

B F R A AT e F;ggi'rs.;&;gﬁ"f'g CHIREELZF MR AR
E¥HUTZRRFBEKIER (1) BRerFH (BPREEERE0PE L) ?
() FEA= HARE* 2(3) 2 PH R EEFFREL A HFF 5 (2 %E2) ? (Hall
& Taylor’ 1996) ; LS E %3 b 1A R FIEFBAHT bR = Finw

FlEAE S FUsE Ef"«ﬁ.g?mﬁﬁ?{‘ P RAABEF LR Ty TAME
(ontology) Ao AR AFIREFLAMGBANT L Z BEIROANYRT B o
TTEZ BRERAFTRIEEZ LG NLRORART -

—  FnlEEERZRIREMERES - TiSsmEE

AMm R Az e R EAES R %3G (being) (hE & AF (Marsh &
Furlong » 2002 : 18) ; 2 & weha sk > MAFIRE BRF 5 F ol I/‘fﬂ\%fr,va e >
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7= Wil B S HE (structure) 22 {782 4 #2 5y (agency) 2 & s B 7% " (Hay » 2002 ;

Hay & Wincott > 1998) - 4rk "prftsg mze 2 B w2 p|prdt 2 ) ool A gy

TRAFESHELFEH IR LR P RAFBF SR SHE LS

0P 2 EHEPRETR i; [ER: Beiel ACINSE N & s Pl ] BB TE TR

3 % ; (structuralism) 2 &% % | (determmlsm) » Blde k ARIE A S B IR K

FoApHI  RIFEFFAATRA VLR ‘*N/rﬁm%"ﬂir&?"%J
+

7
(intentionalism ) # % %% (voluntarism) * G4 P EHL ~ F 1 K5 o

(—) BMEEERIEERAVRER

REERIR L ZDANERRD AT > ST F B AL
 Hp e st A s FARS AN B chdk At BRF R o
e w A RRP P ENR p LI F g L it & L £ I
Rk Iy A4 o Bt ARBH2ZT

Tk‘ \\a

{
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%
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(1) #1 BT & 5 H B {3 TRpleg 1
D5 (2) H1 R ey & B FEAE A DRE AT R SEREEE A ARLRK IR
PR ERL ERFIER IR ER > KA %."]Lf' B h AR KA
SRR i o E O RE KRR hi & P ih (Peters 0 1999) 1 (3) H1A
T ARG A RGN AR g BORFEH S HEE S B
FEML ~J{ AR EEN D R A AE T H.Lf'} P A R AU T
X E R AR ER TR (FHORERAE T2 F5)  RRET
'—..“{,:f#gz ® 357 | (structure induced equilibrium ) ( Shepsle » 1989 @ 131-147)
(4) FIRDFFLFFRG AL R 2 S HNEFEFREFRDHE T AR
NAFET TR R D ?i%“#'l)iﬁﬂ'i‘ PARAASG O TLARBLTARTF S (5)
ﬂ@%%»Ké%ﬁM%mﬁﬁ RBobrbrk 4 kil 0 kA LB g R
B HRHTE = Aok ’naxgrffw%#'l EERE o FP > BHEFF R K2 LT F

M (structure) kA ek e d R SEFORE ST FRNUES T EN T L L
gﬁa’%aﬁﬁw~%fﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%m&a’fﬁmENJﬁ+,@agﬁmﬁ@gﬁ
SR AT IERMEAF 5 TEi (agency) TEGFE o prnis TR FFRD 2 LRD
4 EE T A RBELSEF YRR DI FE R G s R
F%ﬁJﬁrﬁﬁ FAGMG bl F RO i > Z KRS0 EH 4pT Hid (Hay o
2002 : 94-96) -

Phide North (1990 : 3-4) f =41 £ 1 TAL§ @ P25 A] (rules) » &% 1 5 i {*?
SRR D RRAE S P AP PAEI R A TE O FIRE RN PRD (g R
FRF) 2D SRR (75 ER - RPEEF ) o
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B 50 wedl R L& (Peters> 1999 :44) » Bitiide¥ A41R A LT hikes it
¥ SRV ARENES
PREIB 0 HRDL AR kﬁf’%‘%}‘ﬂ}‘é?; ik LG L F DS

A ERFR L K DPEE ARG AR 2 BT hp A E
R EGEE 2 1 - MRS ] Q- S (Hall & Taylor > 1996) ° 2
mov AR ABR A B EEFE RS (Koelble > 1995 ; Rothstein > 1996) ; 7 % »
ORUARS RUIRE-3 o5~ ﬁ%%wmmfnra’ AR UG G ST
> ILEET‘L Pendod o Ht > BA K324 H ,{’,Kﬁﬂr_- ~~=a‘f§“ SRR S li-E i o)

SR REFLARTEREFTIREES D TR F 2 BRBERL TRZRP
xﬁ,%{@{«uv Mk AN ERBEFRE T AR DRTF] B ERDP TRREF N
o WRTHHIR S P g %mﬁﬁ%%ia FIRA > ERABT N3 LA FFA
ARG A PR AR S ML R LR E T ARETS -

(Z) MEEFEE R

g F IR A B e R 2 G BB A hihE e X hak g
At o BAIE A DAl o A AR EAAGYF  EINRE 5 LA
BRPAERERETRG 2 0Y —mba perAR > 2 E 1 B PR oA Lk
AL g R AR > TéF 199 Tip § 12848, (logic of appropriateness) inAw
Bl R RFARL LIy AR A g 76 (March & Olsen > 1984 ;5 Hay » 2002) - &
PBRERET o P ERGLE Y PEFIRCFL AL DR AR o T RAFI RS
“‘ (embedded) *t = it ek Fer > 2@ anddpie > 305 ¢

=
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(1) #1RA2 4 4R 72 ELD N &2 a2 A ~ Rge 0 B
Few PR R GlAoiRa g 13 5Lk 4L (symbol systems ) ~ 3RAHE5Y (cognitive
scripts )~ 273 46 1% i (moral templates ) % ; 75 TR it ¢ P EL B EEAL A
EAORNALE LB E 24 B 3] % 5. (Friedland & Alford. 1991 ; Jepperson »
1991) > 4mpl~ P FIRZ B RR > 2 BFIREHE 2 p e R # - B8
SR DA R RO IR B i 2 * 2 B enfh s (Peters® 1999) 5 (2)
FIRNIE® B S ERE I ER BRI RTE DL RTERE S PR R
FERE R B R H PR BHORE P ARFEFRL &
"L ik € 2% (Hall & Taylor» 1996) 5 = pag {7 5 &g R AL g it
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TR, & TG, AFIREE R <3> AR )%
fHBi2 b7 7% A5 (isomorphism )22 T 4] & i+ |''( institutionalization )
gl 3 ot *“"ﬁ?%mt.ﬁ%] Eford o AR AFTT Ll &R
BAEE el ¢ RME T g FRALERT U T RE L Fa 4 (Meyer
& Rowan: 1977) ; it ¢ 41 & %mi%ﬁ;ﬁ{ﬁﬁé’ "R &R BT AR,
T Hall and Taylor (1996) #t#.eh M~ ivis /T | o

AEFFRL KDL & BRAFHE IR DEY
WA BHEA S D arcsk | pETE F"&%‘%#J&Ls&l'
¥ F * T 7 (Peters 0 1999 :98) o HiEX 3 £
Fenp Al HEEFARIHRBHEDFE BELTIE 0 5T
F AR ARG R nw%- EARINEE 5 R R kT A g Ul =R
#2445 (Hay > 2002 1 107-109) -« ﬂ,k s E e R AE > PR A f
-2t f%fr%ég,fﬁ“,? mja % Fr ehif 4% (Rothstein » 1996 : 148) ? % =
&R R A G TR CEF W RB TR éfﬂ#')i#%%’zéi’#'l)iﬂs@ﬁ’ﬁ&
€L aifﬂﬁviﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁvi griE 4 P Aar kend < g8 o

(=) BEHIEEEVES

FOREARY LR aES P > 2 B AIR AR BB Fu M e

4 A el L g Mgk - Hall & Taylor (1996) #-#]& & & @ [ 4t » seil
g SRR Sl ;J.-f%‘»_\:’ it NRZET SN R B o 2R S ,L;,;#Fpta 3ol giz 33
Eﬂﬁﬂaﬁﬁﬁmmvmﬁ %ﬁm%%\pﬂﬁww*K¢ Y 2T
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i*i*’?pﬂ?-’xﬁ,%(d—”l"”ﬁ AT Fe o AR B —‘ﬁ LB MALH IR VA AP F
% (Thelen & Steinmo > 1992) -« #|R&Ap 3t BREcde iy > T A - FEH - LY i

16 i 5 DiMaggio and Powell (1983 : 147-160) =7 8 > _EL%,%‘« TR G R e e B AR
Yravag 3 gt b 7 @%{ﬂii4’éﬂﬁhﬁ§@F* gw%w’*g$@%ﬂ’ﬂ(n
2 L HpzFE sz—]—, Laigg gl (2) 4 #«F'&#Eli"fﬂ—lf’» (3) 4 g‘ﬂ»%m@"i}ﬁ'ﬂ’,.i%‘}«m
q;%p;ﬁ;%fﬁ,. BT g - BRALE Y Rk gﬁkﬁﬁ s pﬁ«km*ﬁ EREEE N

Fop iR BB AR BB ARG A ;I‘ 22 T2, (isomorphism) -

7 Jepperson g TR 1 Hgn RSk § SRS AL § I e 2 B AT 0 LA B R § XA
RHECN AR 2 A AR 0 S B FHARA S R ETIRGEA 0 - L B ERS X FE A
P ﬂﬂ%\ SOEC IR AL U X2 AR and ] R %R A - Jepperson 3L 5 F1& 1t
g Al § ¢ (1) #1& A = (institutional formation ) ; (2) 4| & % & (institutional development) ;
(3) “Rﬁ* | & i* (deinstitutionalization) ; (4) £ #|& i* (reinstitutionalization) = f& ; #¥im
M 5% Jepperson (1991 @ 143-163) -
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FHRHEMAET hpE s BRI AN TR &, o
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o %Fwwﬁ%ﬁﬁpﬁfW@*%”Wﬁﬁ’zﬁw@% LELEE 3
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T e REBIEREALE RS OFRT RS L AEE I
BE~MEFIRBHELFI BT A (Koelble» 1995 :232) » e #1& i &%
FRHARBHE AL S > S AL R % o om g (Hall
& Taylor > 1996)
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¥ o ipfadT %ill 3| Hay and Wincott (1998 1 953) 43 3n i e #1R 1A £
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VR e A Rd c 2B N - RNEKBIFARLBEEF YR 5% 0 EF Y
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The Rise and Orientation of the Studies on
Historical Institutionalism: A Research

Approach in Political Science
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Abstract

The “new institutionalism” after 1980 has caused frenzy in the academic world,
scholars were influenced by studies in economics, politics, and sociology of
organizations, “rational choice institutionalism™, ‘“historical institutionalism”, and
“sociological institutionalism” were established as a result.

The content of this paper presupposes that institutions and behaviors are the product
of history, particularly historical institutionalism to discuss the following themes: 1) How
did historical institutionalism come into place? 2) What is the hypotheses and method of
historical institutionalism? 3) What is the explanatory power of historical institutionalism
and what are its limitations?

Upon primary examination, the result of this paper is of the opinion that the
“direction of the question” and hypotheses in historical institutionalism fit with the
experiences of the real world, and thereby is able to provide practical knowledge. The
method of comparing history can expand horizon and make explanations more consistent
with time. The “path dependence” and asymmetry between powers bring out the unique
features of political lives. Comparison between cases does have a more in-depth
explanatory power, showing the complexity of politics. Therefore, historical
institutionalism does have its practical advantages.

Key words: historical institutionalism, rational choice institutionalism, sociological

institutionalism, path dependence, punctuated equilibria
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