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3 & BEMEY ERo2 AT KERREY ZEHES BE/(d
BfRere KE4E € FTE, ADEN, #it 2 AR 8t 5¢&
st slovt ol & fib@e) BE B WMEAEAA o3 ey o«
Bigs BWEGRe] Hifstd e = mEbkE 2 ke RS es] getn
A& WeolA gAg el BEMEY BARES RBPLE Aclstxn
Brdl e TS, oloh e BEMEY BRE%HE A3 2RI
REMBE EXtgte] BREAA FFBEHA zojok ke al@hy BlE
HE BRG] koAl AvH wElAV, Y skAl HEY W5 FW =
T BRI HERREREEY I Bz JhA AR E B
Eeb 2 #E AolstAl 2 kel A seh BIMEE @RI
BRel A “ThgAdke] BLOBEe) Sl oY BB aiutde ERBF
oF gl BAT KERE ko na ool o BAkpyel BEel EHR
e B s ERY <P S BEMEY e odd g A
A7k 7 g8 BEAA vl Fe] £ 4 dA o o5 v Al d 2 i
o] o] FojAlvtx & 4 glAlch

mlA BRC AR AR %% 9 MAEES ARdA HEsdra
T 4 vk BRI AHZES MHRE Q28 A ik BB, 8|/, %
ECRithe EAOE «1Y BRIBHYR-E q7ke) BRY R ¥4 A=920n,
HER BolA BRI v WIAEHY —Hd AR g alzkel HAs)
o Eelst ehd AMrLIl BES) L8 ARRS] BES ERstT B
BH FICEE) EREZA A iG] o] HEM KK 2 %P9 Bk
fbEke ERA & 225 BRE 2 BB A £ A g 2

Bl 2t BUETORC] MR TLE D WHEECIA REEIA Qe
= SMHBBE (External effect, Spill-over effect)s} BBEZES 2ty
(Public goods) t:f§c.2 whe|qltel BHEF ] MM Tel o ZH= A
Zsla Ege EABEAY #ek (Parametric function of prices)-€- s}

V) RN CREHS B0 - ARRH RS KET, ASA KB 5228 W2, 1081
2) AW, “EEERS) REBER” pp.9, 1975,

3) I, “BIfS RL&B” pp.48~152, {RIERL, 1978,

4) MABE, op. cit., pp. 32~38,
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Al sk WK (Market failure) & KBS 2 EHE#ESY TR
KESE g 4 sk

AA2x TEHEEH, RVEH, BREFERNE Bio= du e
ERMRES Bthst BARN FTRg #SRe 292 @Rstz gl
iR BEHC FHE ddtn #4.©

Toz FAMES BEKRS A—-BEY BRos St BERE
o EiRYl FEAEMTE FHYH & BRREX S HRAE RHEY
el dvt”

(2) BRER| #R

PHHEFEENES AEE Bty BREERY SEN EAE Y349
43k B 54 feiddr] A BEEEEEY & ¥ AAE 2
whe] e n o BEERAA ARt gl RBLHEY ZEE gokn
v Ao| Medtn = HEIE Aolztx Ere}, ofeltt BURY BEERE
AT BRME, T BETEE 9 AN ZEES BRar G ME S
g ebe] BIREMKE, MtEfnd o= By, 22la B 9 BoRn
BREd ol o2y BRHITY #R 94 guiAA HJza AWM=
RFGHIEY EHE 2 HESH Wil =& HEAAA fHRzshA] B
FBRY A% 4 BRE Basty RRSHET St & BN FE8
4 (Economic incentive syetem)¥ v+-2 @iLith-el EEMEEshax} ok

BERKFHRY 28 ¢ @8 Astd BRse BEEdd e #
RE dHelx glont,® BMEEMEY BifE B BE YEstd 24
B4 - EBEP RE R FH(Moral suasion), EHEHH H EH R
(Direct control), ¥R A% (Economic incentive system), ZA3EBE
(Public investment) & ZH¥sl= Rl AFAYelct ?

5) infra W9 1 BR,

6) infra [ 1 2/,

7) &BE, “BEREI) it@#E° p. 60, T4}, 1983,

8) BRE “BESESIER", pp.42~43; &3} uE, gk, 1977,

p) William J. Baumol & Wallace E. Oates, “Economics, Environmental Policy, and The
quality of Life” pp. 218~219, Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1979,
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el Al S BRERE HHREY TR B BEd BEE T Addx
AR B BEAEE A9 BT ERBEEAZERR BEE e
Aeleh, oleldt BURFH-E WAl Aol ot Fa AXREE
HHEY TRRE B FHY s =x &3 fHT3l #HEste
Rol —myol vl

(7)) RE H =P Moral suasion) : Ko 2 st F A RO}
EFO SzMist BREREA S B Fast BERE 24 e AesA
RS BEMN 284 3 gAML € #E 2elx HhER sldF 5
Bl 5o A 9 HEBES 222 BHEES BEstE A 5o ol
kiag

= —RERe 2 3t 7 Fv BERZAEAA R#MAA THIES
FEREHAV BEHRe 2 Q8 #E S v BRRAHM 5§ 255
BHREE 4 ES REN.R BfEste Ao, BRBITY HMEMES)
of R I BERZ S EEFECT MY, REFEA EadA
ol A= RHEF HEe dk A= ke B8R A Ao}, @ &
) EPR# 5%« (Underdeveloped pollution)o] A%t %2 Jele} 2L jitd
RER RENA = 7H DB Folok & BRFRY shislzn 4l

(Lp) w34 (Direct control, Direct regulations) : HEFRAA B
BR2g 1%t A% dda de RS BRFERH —ET Hi
e REstd HRE HREST ohd RREEAIENE P =
B RERY £ETE J Bk RES BBtz EEe ERER
& B FHRE B

ChH EHrY WEH (Economic incentive system) : e MR EE
o] 714 & W€ #3 gz oz ] vutd BEESRETA oA
W RS S Ao m Biflsl = S¥RA EIRFHAS (Pricing incentive
system)elgl s ah=, 'V FHYK Al HREE = TLEM BAE BET

10) D. E James, et. al, “Economic Approach to Environmental Problems” p. 216, Elsvier

Co., 1978,
11) William J. Baumol & Wallace E. Oates, op. cit, pp. 217~.219,



FRR  BHRBEHES] EAS o MER 33

e R AEE A St BReo w 3 A (External costs)
£+ WEEAEAY = RES %% (Efffuent charge, emission fees, pigovian
tax)'27F i)l Ha ek, o] el FHRkdlA HRHPES BRI E
E —EL AmpeE AV HReHERY HERAS Bmyd T B
& #l (Subsidies), 2 BEBEEREHH S BRstd WHiEY HEE 9
T BERFRSS BES B & % (Bargaining theory), 45
B HRs BT & ol GRS B 5448 (Pollution rights, pollu-
tion licences)-& HEste FEFRES HHRENA Eoste HREEE
4l (Auction of pollution permits) @ HY-g& o o7 WM W] d¥&
finel £E 9 RBY FRERS AET T8 Fd A8 = —&F
BFREBEAS BEM stz Fkel BHRERS Bk 2 REEM B
R o] BESE BB Tt BENE (Deposit system) 7} glr}, ®

(8h) 23R (Public investment) :  Bff-} EHEEEE MiFe = 3
o HIREArS] BUEGRE LIRS REGES,, BEHEY vk 4 %
R, BEEEEMES M%) 2n 2 AL KiEsts Al

o] Aol Al FIEL BEECK AeulalA RESHC WMo B BmmE
i, FREISH, BREREH, BplEiEe 9T EEHEG 5& BEHRK
e HRHE BRSNS BETIANA st anzt g 0

I. E&EE o 798/ 5

(1) ®F2 HEES (Pareto optimal)

FolAl B B HWTAA 19A s B BEie RA=
T 4 A& At e MBEE = vl od T BRE T2ty RE
BEX 4 BEEEEY Add4 =id + gt EFE LY RET S
fth BERS BaE BiSE B WHEHA S EIESA o] Rl

12) AFEMCL By, KESF) RESH = Effluent charge. X% 78 Emission fees,
PEe] g 5 3% Pigovian tax#} s}z gl o,

13) William J. Baumol & Wallace E. Oates, op. cit., p. 217,

14) infra =2} 1 9 g 5 B,
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e B4 Adam Smithe] o] Bul Mol ¢t & (Invisible hands)el
g REPANA sbF 2 el gl 2 o] F Walras, Pareto, Pigou %
ol edte] HES & BAGLHBLIFAA “olnl A BHEE WA
Aol glole fliAS #AE BMAA 4+ 955 Kol o d&
R8" & Pareto optimums} HSi5#Es1e] MHES BAREBY HATE
(The Basic Theory of Welfare Economics)'® 2 Sirdle] @] ¢
T HES BEae f#Eclzte A4 WEstm U+t

olelste] MPTHHYI HABE o] ZFolA Aol & HH WHELY
HEBA/T w2 BRESS BEE )58y BERSY MEE Ml
T Ydvke AE FFEA Fa glod Wk BEWmHY HAREe FE=
A @AY FERdh diPsES FERHY Aol Ho] BERSS BiF
& F5HA Ksha o}s)el misiskp (Market failure) 7} $4: 31},

371, &, BR T4 BEREE A KBS ol g HBKK
7t delvta glon BBEEFC o3 HBAKE Bk T £EH T
By (Collective action)o] wrz BEEIKS EXRY Al Aok, —BMHe
B WBKKY FHEoz HES B, SAHER, Akl EREEY E
s BEM JEEENE €3 dou,' BESFAM v+ ABER
(External effects), ZAdtRf(Public goods), %K% A (Transaction costs)
+ MBI 7= Aol BEstx P

(2) $## R (External effects)
REEE A o= EAIY A TR S8 EACIY Rk
Al B v WEoR HEE vX & drst dcE] o)) el ofw] 3F

15) A, “EMESERT, p. 404, EINGE, 1975,

16) “B2E Sy B s E @A, L' ol BRAKS HaHed o4 o
& it

17) Frederick R. Anderson Allen V. Kneese Phillip D.Reed Russell B. Stevenson Serge
Taegler “Environmental Improvement Through Economic Incentives” p. 22, Resources
for the Future, 1979,

18) #¥, op. cit, pp. 412~417.

19) Chales L. Schultze, “The Public Use of Private Interest”, p. 32, Brookings Institution,
1977,
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Bt i BEERA st HHERE B3R dx =AE HRE
Mgty AEERely & 4 Uk

SAEERE 1 R OB welA AR SRR (Extemal
economy & external diseconomy), FLAY AEER A9 AEEE (Pri-
vate externalities & public externalities), MR #EHR Ay
N R (Technological externalities & pecuniary externalities) 0 &
SEH gl e, BREHRS MiElE A = AMAEEL By AR
Fute] RAEF =Aet, Y

TBe] BERE, EREEKE Q% KEFBRoR wdrighel BFU HRe]
BEE 9 AL AMTRE L HED SHERY §2 ot

R BES ol Eo] dond Wikt H# WMol EHREY HHREG
BES S 43 BE B THESHS REBELE AN B8 2
o FolA oA SEMEIRY BEML Yol A4 WAtz Yok H
Bol YA A & ABBEET gt e BEY HBRHEB) 1 &
¥l #&E A (Opportunity costs)& 744 & Riesle Aolnz 1 &R
4 R FIREE (price mechanism)ell &3le] BrEs & Aol HERS
ol glol RS FHikel Wty AL EAERESES HKAEE(The basic
theory of welfare economics)el}4 & Rk},

SRR AFBAY fEHl v A%, HRY &g 24 BEA
o sr#elA X BEBEAES Ry wEolA i@y riBA e BeRA
€ KRB B 4 vk, & BEEEe BAY Fae BRele BR
AlA oA FE) FlZel vt BAHE EETE ol webs FK BEA (Private
costs) 2 pt#rfiy BRI (Social costs) Aleld] = HEE A= 4A R},

el vtk F719 o2 FK BAS FHEA K= dot4 EALK |
& Wllelvt F717F vk Bhid (Free goods)ql 2 X% BEfste] EM
KE w7 ®IE Bt B 28 ol @R B4 &

20%9?‘@;22%&'. HBaz}tlx,mlilcx.Nla#%ce E. Oates “The Theory of Environmental Policy” pp. 24~

21) Otto A. Davis & Morton 1. Kamien “Externalities, Information, and Alternative Collec-

tive Action” in Economics of the Environment by Robert Dorfman & Nancy S. Dor-
fman, pp. 115~119, W.W. Norton & Company Inc., 1977,
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vt A3 HEdc 4 4 don e KEE ETAM 2 3718 FR
A7l AEEES 9 EAN B e BBk o sdst= itd
B Bl A v kel f B9t el BEd, F gzl B4
BES YA B 0% B BAEA 3 el #HAAA FHhelst
SRS InEs oF g}, 22 EEY] #HEE Sldtd AEEET MES
E 2 AER v e BRE RBH dF o4 4HE0, o A
NE kel “B7elele (LEBHERETHC] dx TRdE “Z7ozs
kst o)Al & shal A AFE MRSt o, @il R o
 HEE Sl dcta sixk, 28w “Pre m)iS {bBRHEEE wE
EFEERS EEER A= HBE EAY Ao, ‘B o3 #ml
A g Fiel wtebA JHe KER B 27 RS wmdE
Relm AAele ol Frow A& M Aol TS 2 Ael
th, o] AL LBYEBETE ‘P& o2 BHY BREHEAN LBEHES
A FEfPsle] ‘LA AfEAZ AFEAS 8547 N FE
& A KEA Ho

fiiti

(fi R M) (P FBRAL)

(R 1]

22) Joseph J. Seneca, op. cit, p. 32,
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w2t (B el4 2+ vkl o] “B” 3o BREUM WAK Mar-

ginal private cost schedule)-& #5%), KU, ZA&o] AR B HBingt
< BT 28d o] BRARE BAMGIT “MPC 702t 2eh) -2 4t

BHE LE d2& 2WWEE (Full variable cost) & FF4HahA v
o gleor, 2EHEY BEGAE BE 27 BERFESE 293
EEEAC] HoloF 3hi o] EMEA-S (LEHERETSE “F"s MPC#H
d B84 43 gdezz MPCigsl 4A8EH ‘E"s masts BRL
i B (Marginal social cost schedule)-& %& H:EBfiro] 4 MPC
& #loll UAl 53 MPC#is} BRAGER BAKGCIT “MSC'sk kb9
LEERE F'v CBWEY AERME BNSE AMBAES Vebis
EE Tithe] E2HFHelely BEshd LRMEMELE P HHE
B oA Zor wtolEoln E BRAEN BAKRLE EEly] o T
KFER PT=MPCsl == Oe BB 8 FIEE BALT Aolc),
2 iEH Bl A= MPC o #88A “E"% w4ty BRTEN B
Fol £ES RiEAk#EE REY slel4 EES o} stme PT=MSC
ol OnEifisl M@kl vk FELES iK% (Private optimal
level of production)q) Oe o} FL&HYy &2 7k ¥ (Social optimal level
of production)ql On ¢} 2 ne wHF {LEEAPE-S B4 %S¢l 2 ne Bfre)
fLRYBELEA FAD BES o8 MR R B HAge] tle & #
4 B fE (Net value of production) & 713 #&S 2o Al § Ao},
w2t ASMFEEE oL Bkl BN F2ESHHBBG A TEY
# &Pl 4 (Optimum of resource allocation)-& ZSfjs} = ol g 4
S ihEsy B4 fikele BEOA 2 @ UY g S E o o
+ MRS £EL VY Ade AL #EekslA s ®

olAl ERARES o EERLMW v A MBS SHelx. RE (L8
WEBER K o AEd Rt B3 2EY ARFRHE DR ()
s RESH, (LBHEBIEEES B #6484 (Private supply schedule)
<+ ZE AR MPCE KFHo R A5 Aol Heo] o ol & B

23) Ibid, pp. 35~38,
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o) ffiig PT ol Oe B{rE 4@ nf@S A WK PT K
ol NxOe Bfrg Asle 2WLBHEBEEo2 v OM BT 4
ERrh, whAAA 2 @Ry Fe8R (Social supply schedule)-2- (&3] (LY
ERgegd MSCY AiaH (H 144 SS2 vehis SS#-2 @5
f£39] MSC 3ol MPC ¢ %% REeste ELAY BH&R PSR 1% SlA
A}, (LByEREEES BEg D2 FolA A4 PSHK 9 SSHel
{LBWBAEES HEE 2 BEES 1A ZRE oFd FER
DL PSo} ®ig PT2 4EE OMd4 #RIr, SSHE (LBHE
g wel o Bkl ®itdl BAT AMEAL AN FKEstL Sle
=3z, uok SSF EERY fisielstad (LBHRS LB OKelz
MBS PK7L 9 Aotk o BRE 2 [LBHEANELE] MPCd
Bistel FHST APRAES A EHsAY EMLTT gle BARS
%% (Actual equilibrium of industry)s] Al o] ¥ R LERsL L&
st ud, (LBYWHESY BH HHS LR 1Y gz (KM=0M—0K),
EEe VT @A HEHel (PK dldlel PT) drte fHRe A2 + 3l
t}, ol BT ol oE EERY Aol FEA RgE EiRid T
oF {LEYENESEE LB RERMEEEY AR PSSt ohvizt S5
Q ANG FEsHE i@ HAL ¥Ed Aoz HREAM (Pollution
costs)& OKX (SS—PS)o.2 WEsA B RActe A& BRI

@ LA 298 vhe Bystd 2abad AMTEEsT sle X A8
Hel &S Aol Brnswl FESHS 2olx ¢ <£(Invisible hand
of profit incentive)ol] 9# T FR A Foll Helk Hst o= w}u] o}
& FAE i@l BAcl deidrte Aol

ol & AEER ] HBEKE FIDK R Fold A e R W
Floll =3t HiEic]l Byl HEsA gAY TR g wel de
dr] ole gt RI-E A E BEME R Ak Al ®EMNLZ B
ARt & oY E BEREY AT MEMEL FTANA gso=Hd 2wt
B GUSHEECT RES A Rin £ BEEEEe BRREC A4
FREES HHS MM EEY BHE 4A R¥oez ke ZE
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WEfr 7} o] 2 ]Y kR 5% EEE (Commonly held resources)& M4 AR
o2 FlRE = By HE(Economic incentive) & zZt3 A F3}7]
o Fol] BERES At@Ey Bl oFE In TAHE HIKEERE
<+ BEMSRY RAMEMEMarginal value)7t 00] = =i71A] REEFE &
mslz B% Al FlASE L kAl =

(3) 23Rt (Public goods)

ol W& Agkhfol vk AR S AE WrtEshe EREL )8
ul o MEE HAEE v oA B (Exclusivility) o] 91eh, 2 Bk
fioteo]l BRATIL e AL o HEMEA A 3 A FH
KREFRT AE 2 MK R 2 KkE&ozdd Hkdte Aol %
sele Zi BrRdbd 2E BBRe A4 E R 9 KA HHEE ﬁ
geskx] - Abghe o MEE HASAY KEE 4¢ 5 ¢4 =5
SRt o"r‘oﬂt‘ T HES EAA ®#itEE 2 MR 2 B 4%1&

o gfA BE Aol Af-FA HA - KA E Aol Wiksel, wely
elale) R =E KETR B 2 Bed T8k astel a4 B
BE 4 g7l slEel skl FoiAelul A, EEE, BigAeuls %
dlA BE ubs} o] Agkhfe] AEEE ZWH (Beneficiary) 248 ¥
BATE 0 7t Al B BIEKEAR £EE AT BT s o
A sk, olglete] akellA BRI AMARMBE] FRA HEBEHoE Gite
i &8 (Social value) o} Fipy EiE (Private value)7kel] g7l ol vhrd o]
B FERellA AfkMe SIS (External economy)$] REURRY ool <381
T MEElr 448 4 deon Ak o4 Bpt@n ®iEe =E @
A9 B ®iES) Aftet 24 He, wbF A £EET RE EAE
238 BWEE Techd 29 kAL MR s ffid F—-s o
Aolx hEXE RFLEN HEMarginal social value)7t RARLEH)
8/ (Marginal social cost)& #:@3H= 3 vl $ W& AXME £EY F

24) A. Myrick Freeman III Robert H. Haveman Allen V. Kneeze “The Economics of En-
vironmental Policy” pp. 76~77, John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1973.
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Be 2A Aok, g BEERE 2 Aovlzst AXMKW EXERE 22
gdom 53 AR F7IE QT FES A A Bl e Aow
T 4 drh F71E oi¥Eln e T#el KR4 ¥ Hiby MEH
(Exclusive property rights)-& zt3 lvbs HEsI=F, 2 7% TS 7
3t Frl & FRELE BRE 2HD ¥ 4 Ao ok g Aae B

£ 93t FRE WAt AR I E RBHEE Aol TRAA B
e =& 3 Aol ahA ohdl Abgkelyt ¥ HREi R Qg M
Eg g 4 F AolEr 2 THE ARYE IV REAES AT
THELE /HE 5 g sl HRE Mtletaad st BHel A9 gA
v A A se = e s WEEES AkMel EEMC sy
SET AL A Zshe AU we ¥old A4 2 EEES @
g}l et WaEEEY KAl (Benefit principle)¢] BA=R gormz
AR fiAlAl 2 fiEE vl R fiAe]l Bt Al Rt A
A€ vhé Zlvtel gt A =k

(a) FHE¥FHH (Transaction costs)

REBLE Battd g ALEEe] WERRY OBFAGKE 2 a&
teell = o] B MR v B BAS HEHEE BXslx drds
A HAEtL vk, KREA-L 1H#E (nformation costs), #H# (Con-
ractual costs), #1778 (Policing costs)9] 4] 714 BER R BE 455w o] &
WU fRpes AT EXTREY HTEEGA deive MEEA
WEY X dot,? BEEES I e M R EEL A94
B MO R Bl 24 XA S A& Mgt oF . HFHH
7t wrbe Ag A dArldl4 Fhetaxt b, g vskd o184 o
4 Hsie v MEEY TR (Redefining of property rights) =k
22 FRd 4 frte AE 9is] sta =3 BUERES fkd

25) Joseph J. Seneca op. cit., pp. 95~101,

2¢) Thomas D. Crocker A.]. Rogers III “Environmental Economis” p. 50, Dryden press,
Inc., 1971.

27) FEH, "EBEEREHIEENC AT Y F5 BERE, 11% p. 80, 1982
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Aol BRGTESY ABEM 1T HEFEEDY HEEIHS BHs
#ratesl Ladt HAE 2t Al FAT Aowt 445 wFolt),
B¢ MRty E#st e dldlv e BHE FEL.

o] 2 ow] 7Pl FREA] HEE EBE A AWMBEE A
#k (Internalize) 5171 13+ W€ BRIE Aol A AF4zx & 4
Ve ASE YA Sz, d2e ZFEMA HBET Al oMiuk &xet
= WHEEA4A deold 4 e FEE BEstd HiEe Mttt EE
7] 1% BATHE € 4 e A% dA Ao, duEd $5 EkKH
Ao fiE 9 HES BEM i@ A A (Social intervention) ] HiEE %)
A slo phER st F EMRS Axc Wy 1 MEm S
& RS ShA Y WEHR &% fRe TekEhA jh}

(8) BEEFHKHE

TRERE HEd: o2 BRY £#d #A2 4+ dE BOEE
(scarce resources)& {HFESHA HE2 oL Kl HRE HET AQ
7hob gL R BIET FHRKEES st AL Bibvel BEe) M}
I AHEER] BEARES A S Y E4 (Economic welfare)ol gl =
ok R EAS) ke Bib 9 SIS EAES FE (Principle
of the primacy of the individual)el] 8] 2alolm ¢+ FHEAA L o
FE HEE ERIT v FEAY B BholA Ve st Sa
BAS] REE Bae 27t HHelE B 2 ARy B #$Ad. @
AT B Bazo gk el A 2 RilRite] % s BE
e fwikd Eo =t wFS MBS dA =Hu BEEY g ME 5
g2 FIET HHKHER T e REsts B A A E B
By REe B4R (Distribution of economic pie) & <&l &8 %1 RIEMR
ke EFE $5te] BE 27171 @S BB BEs HHlshe 8%
He Ao BESE. HRAEA AT BENL B KHEE 98
st AL R SH $h== HHEEEA (Pollution abatement

28) A. Myrick Freeman l1I, et. al, op. cit, p. 81,
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costs) v HRREe FHE & BB AHEA (Avoided external costs),
ohA] wEbw HYgE R A (Pollution damage costs) 51} ool 1A =},

TC
TDC
TAC
TDHC-TCC=TC
Q P
MCC

MDC

1
+
m
MDC< !
i
{
3
:
MAC !
1
|
]
1
]
[
I

(W 2] WIEHHALE

[ 2114 =A k4$#E 398 TDCE: fMgE®H (Total damage costs)
£ Ve, ole BRukE Pt kR el @insAl |z kT E P
® BROKEEE Bokehd B3 £ERS BE#EE (Direct function)e] 22
Fisol]l £REBKEES Velie), TACE Rl (Total abatement costs)
& v o] @RS FHREREA g2 BAE wHiE ¥4% o AL
Bl A B Aolxn KF#EolA AFon e wah HPo] Hoxm
2 kELkmstA A,

BB R RER B4 8K 5 ihén EES &X(To maximize so-

29) D.W. Pearce “Environmental Economics® pp. 73~75, Longman, 1976,
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cial benefits)ol] gl.e=z TACs} TDCY &it7F BALEE A o] #
BE o] Sslolalel, el Yo BREEST dv RAENA Y BEY 4
ERolx, Y& BRHAHT gt REANAY AERSFIE Y -YEFH
REH RERERE Rikstez T HREEBA] Ao, olgdd g
Ekel e A 4 vk, Y=Y —TAC.-(1) &, T3o] MIEA u] 20|
A A So] FHro] gl RN BEA L9 ERelx SE H
o] Y& REAA S BEA £ Rolelw 3hgd S-S HRrew <%
HERM 4 Aol g Rl Rardrt, S=8~TDC-- (DR,

EAR (D3 2Q)F #Hadhd,

Bny B4 (Welfare)=Y+S=Y'— TAC+S —TDC=Y'+S"—(TAC+
TDC)7t H ™ B ] TACe TDCol| & vl =2 Wk BA4S-
BA{Lste A2 TACH+TDCE B4Lste el R,

o2}t TAC+TDCe JEA B (F 21914 PS HHoKHA A o] 5=
(i 2391 T4EdA4 A2 BAMEEA (Marginal abatement costs) 3}
PR3 8= B Al (Marginal damage costs) o] —#(5] &= Bl 4] o] VA R}, %

. ®iEEe] Mz 2 |\E

(1) Fe| BEKERRE B BRSR

sl oA HERE BIFEESS 2 (Distortion of resource allo-
cation) & HEs7 HT BORFRL 24 Al /A2 ESE 5 AP

A 2E B HAld 3 MRHRe o, EARE HHeE AT
4358 8 (External costs)$- RBLsleE Mag #BE BRI 484
LY T % (Private market system)s] (RfEEstE Aola, vixton
B/t sl 4 B ABRAS E#E8E 45 FEEESES
18 38477 (Coercive power)-& HAsHE Aol

() &89 Hmiol 28 BR el MR o3 HREEY #

30) Maynard M. Hufschmidt, et. al., “Environment, Natural Systems, and Development”
pp. 53~55, Johns Hopkins Press, 1983.
31) Joseph J. Seneca, et. al., op. cit.,, pp. 60~63,




44 BEBERRA

tell &= BAERHE R HRTHY FEFHR(njunction) T &g FEMN
fResl PRBIHIEERESY BE ol A% ABRM RFH R dom viA R
B BRAEES BTt A%N R 4T BRARY R E &
" RE RRSHES B3 gl = e

B dorl MELES AL HERK € Fiasd 5& Hhog
Al LEEHOR T AFEEE ALz 1AL T 7y B8R (Pri-
vate cost)o] JEIERE H4ER o8 MREe] o1& FHol: it&ny B (So-
cial cost)3} F—38lA S =5 et 22y EPAE BRS BEIEHIEA
#rshe vl o] EAERA A% HRE obda 2 FAE 3 Y

A, HREES EaBRA A BEES AA 2 oo g B
g7k (Legal defenses)& 7FA 3 glvle Aoloh,

4 HEEEe &fI7F 9 U RES S ol WERe] S A
SIS RERY Hfl4] BAT (LB EELENEY A% R T
o] “H” Tiel BB Fofl F W& EREig el “B7g “Z274 #§/
EREF R ddte 278 BEE BAE 5 U = #HEE BR
e BelA fEMeR ohE 4 Al vk 2R ESERA €
3 Rk 2 HEE w2 B FEsA o BAL W2 5 F&d
kel BEE Rel & 4 glow, FEEME(Burden of proof)e] JFel
A & B oohe)l we RRIFTE, giEe MR 5 WENY K (Po-
tential plaintiff) &2 3t F HE4ERA 93 Fid Hadsle BH
e

AA2E /b4 ERM AozA BAY HHRAES Stk s
ol A delndr), HolRE AMERST HESEE S PBY EEEC
A3, gEA 4 K= WAskA B-EREe EBNY ¢ A
woll 7b4 FEMelth 2y B BHARIGE T e BEME
o BEEtE, HHRES St HRsEe JERAK € R & BET
o FHIQ ESERA 3 REM B o BEEEHES BEY ¢ ¢
vlo IR o, %P

32) Ibid., pp. 64~67.
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(Lh) @Rzl 218t Mk (Market solution) ! AE R HEES
HEE e BENOR WHE A gk FE R BHAoz 43¢
T A wetd BEERE-S B B o std EEE ksA £
sha gleh, whAl (LBMERESES sk MFE HAs o9 Bg
BHIEE A WHERA 8 BEMES ikl s BERHES B
o #rt,

TURE FHA oF LBHEMETH “Pro] HHHA g Tl
A 21l & & 4 dv REE BHE7 A5t ek 27 BE HHh
e BiE M A = sk 273 HRS R & BEA ) 2
gk WHERS S ¢ detn BEsd, ‘PTe “ZCdA B
HA g ke BfrEd Bed Bste dow @ik A%
TEEME st HRHES S B2 2 EFIEE 87
# Aelel,

kil

AESE e i

!
0 H n I

(M 3] WMAXFTE EXRHE
weha] “HY ¥ BB MR HHREA =E BRIBRAES
(Least cost combination)e] & tix] @al=d A 3t FAJIKE #HsE &
R, BKEEESER @ E88 =+ AERD & WERBKAY #
W7 sk “Z7A ARF WIKE REtstd de HelwARD A
< ARl e ‘B AR FAIKE £ENH F HREPE T 2



46 BEEWE
oAlAl o] § M Bk “Z7e AR L& AT 7Bl E ¥ + o
A "t et FlEgHE (Profit motive) & HRMEE MR HH
o Effel & ¥ Lifdl ot a¥ely Fitdl HEAZIR SAHE
A ARLE BEE 24 A9, weld BREANAE £ A2
+ B MRS BKEHS ARNRAE gz ‘B oA H8 L
HAxBel F3o] AMMLEA sto}h, ol & (M 31014 Axnw, K@
ORboll A8l KES EEE Jehld AR —Ek¥oez EHER W)
ke HEEy && Jdebdch CBHERELE T BKRERARML
MC =2 ®Rm==, KEER FAE Bk “Z7e] AZ3 FIKS B
B Bt = Bkl w2k BRI AR B A T R RAFAE
£ Fmdlel, OH Bifre] KEEHA =8 “Z2°¢ BUE GHSH =+ &
OFGH m#s-39 ¥&& 2sis & Aolx “B”¢ & OMHER 8
o) BEEA-e figsle, OFGH>OMH ooz “B”¢ OH Efre] MK
B FaE oA 2}, o=l ‘B L% FIEShs (Profit motive)el] &
el KES PBAREEEEA (Marginal cost)e] [RF Ik A (Marginal revenue)
F R 270l MET FIIKY =R Bfrd] FHEE &8 A
Al 2 w7 BKEEE SHH = & AelH AR Eolol BEEE
o Bfk#Ee ERCA dovdz KERERE ONeolth, ONLITH Xk
EEfrdAd e MCs BREARS foug “‘B° Rp KERBEEM
o) el s FlE-& ®AAZL 4 iz, ONLLES Efrd e MCr
FAfuc aog KEEE BE @404 o3t FlEE @K
4 olv}. EBbolA “B” 4% OFEN ¢ a4 oz OFE #Mige o
7] ¢8 AEEEEA OEN & Al A4 el e “B° 4%
o] “Z78 MERY FIIAMBERE HHEHhe grte of=2 HRE <71
SHEZE WGl fisAel MK s A& =he WA S SR XM
o T Hhel ol BMEEEFY mBERE A& 4 fx HEY HEW
B4re] RES A derh. 2 “B7e] HIIERH NI MRS EAe
B FrASHE A& itss] BRSE AL ohd “Ze] HRHE 23 8
£ A5 HrakE e BEE BAS T EiHe 9 s A—sA Rt
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A (Creation of market system)-& HEAfyo 2 BEBEI g
RITE 4 = MEMS] i AFER A8 B8 4E A A
R e EfEel v F EHRAE (Contractual agreement)
ATEEME-S BRE, ol ®t Eikel £RER 7% BEEF 4T M=
HHe AEAS EEE AMLEE & du % 9 Kt 289 48
f9ql #2983 H (Rational economic calculation)s] FHHITRS BEE €%
AR i

BEME A8 HEMRARS LR RO A BRG] A58
Q #ikgle] o] 88 4 s =Bl & Il A BUFY £HE =
A EHEES TR A REE BERE 3 HEHEY 2K 9 K
meEe MRS sl AoR HAE Folrh

B 3 BEMEY MRHEA St HRoZA BHER
(Bargaining theory), &t (Merger theory) %] gl oy Egspil=
BEREC At #BERY WS o FEsioa 2o e
BRY ERREINAE BEHR 782 &%) Kite REED M
Fastel #iEsta gE#HAY ®WEF ddks] Wz BPMd o8 2 &
HAR o 4R8H B2 (Ecological process)€ A4 @& A FEAA ¥
#£& Toh B AR ABEREE 25 BEAdA L BEs A
B KEWE FHEAANA & 59 FAY HHREN 9t ®wE
oA AFEAE A1 o = BEREY HEHEERT ¢ 79
st HERE Aolold BEREETSS MR ¥ #ER(Organizing &
operating costs) & 3K # i (Transaction cost)e] ¢} & WA HEHRe] A
o] Furggstel. A4l wregskel shelele Flel 2 EEEEMHHA o
3 REBFS BITS HARY HEfe e dx MEEE A H
fEFA R (Value evaluation) & & &3 € 4 A= WEHST 9-& AelH
b4 HBHREA ] BRezYE QoA 4 gl BWER Ead
A dA A EA "}, o] dtel FIBRSA oA Wy fEHY 7
B, HRE 9 B3 ERAA %2 MEE AEse Ao

33) Ibvid, pp. 67~69.
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©) BAEMA 2B wERE:  deld 4% BEREHSY ¥
RARS BEAKHO2E: S8 £¥Te) 4E ¥ HHlI 48 ABKRE R
WLkl BRI KFERS (Pareto optimality)-&- Rt e HAE
24 e Relsle sht HHHR R Y ¢ ol Eel MEEKS
2AS HETHES] % Aok A& g 29 oA B
b BE BERES AT REEM ol & #EdE A4 WA=
I3 E ¢ 45 frbT EEs BRE BES FRAYE RE A
A BRIEME G AE A 4 J& Aol 2ed o¥EEL Bk
Bfrobel 88 kel fEE sok o] W Ed BRoz I AMEAL
RBLatE AL FEs 2 Folvh, WS RRE HRE A®
& BRARE At WAL SHBEMAS FA—stelok T Aol B
2 ol¢ pEdlE B odE gl gon =¥ RESHEL BRAHE
HAR BEREA o Hdl =ikl wek 2 A% R Rl wel Yl
AA e, vk SR Bl T EE fiES BB 1WA 4
HHEE RIS BERRS 20N BT BEA He/te B
3 Bz e

i
14
MSC=MPC-NEC

MPC

P i /
: W‘ P~ MR
AR |
Lk lb |
| !
* | L

0 Xs Xp
(4 RBSM2 W8

34) D.W. Pearce, op. cit., pp.75~77,
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(& 41904 FEeEReks BEstq a¥rstd, FEKE (Demand cur-
ve) = SR fpyel =l MPC(Marginal private costs) = MEC(Margi-
nal external costs)e} E—3gt ghF¢] 2R =2 MSC(Marginal social costs) 9}
HESA ek, W RES XpAEEAA o] FE o] AEREAAE
Ocd EEel A& 4714l =, ft@Hy %L 2 (Social optimum)-&
fHf P=MSCql Xs£@ERoe] =5 e}y ELHY HEE XpaA itesy &
HEL Xs2e] B2 abed B wHE9 SAEHEA-S @403l A 9t Oab w59
AEEA-e a2 A Rk 294 Oaby AR BIEgEe sA &
of, BFelA = o124 di4 By &8 Xp oA fted RER Xs 29
BEIS HBRY Adsle 223 #(ko A HEL &ERS (Pareto op-
timality) 8] FHABEH ] —FHstEtE AR B R v —Red Xs &
WoEshe ke HYEAd MAAA 74 SHETEAA Jetd B A
AHSE Aol A AT o T MBS S “pigovian tax”T} ek, [ 4)
dl A P=MPC = ## Fli& (Private profits) & FEZEihs MPC # L3
2teldl 4 whEel 2 = HEE HAbse AE ¢ + oy jitdn Fa
(Social profits)-& H33 MAHEA OdcEE oHF M FiGE 22 A
& & 5 A+ BEESS BEE(Pareto objective) & i@y A& (B)& &
KEste 2 § B=RX)—-CX)—EX)& ®KAfstE A" o i@y
Fi@B) £EEe] #in € @Wd 2t ey FlEel Bmsl ol 549
47 e W F 4509 W BAb 9 Acls wug 42RO

%= 07} B AIES Bk H—Ke b 92 AL (4

o4 FiEd ubol]l wel MR=MPC+MEC 7} =lv}, ute MEC & {3
) Be TE FEshd MR=MPC-T et kel 4719 23-& jitd
By Fliel BRB4AERAA BABREAS A—F ReEd HEsts Ad
g3 BAbRArhe A& BRI, oA %L WA Bed B
MBS AYESH 2 Zlelw o] RN Al i B (Private co-
sts) 0. 24 chFol A v}, olzldte] AMEA-L AFLALA ST B
¥ ML BRI BAih# (Marginal private cost curve)-& MSC



50 BEEE

=MPC+MEC=MPC+ T 7} sz &K#4ZER (Pareto-optimal output)l
Xsoll A ¥ FIEE @ALSA & Aol

TRMRR S EAA £ oFel RIEI MK BUE —ELETE Tt
2} R4 (Pigovian tax)oll A & BRESHR] of-& BEKEME —ESHE
THeA gonl A S F REHRNA Y BERIBRE F 2
02 EF 4 At BERAAC g% HEERAEN = RESH (Efluent
charge, emission fee, pigovian tax), #iBh&#)(Subsidies), SRS
(Auction of pollution permits) 2 IREHIEE (Deposit system) Fo] 43l
LR

(2) BRe®e] B 3 ®EH2 €8
@b w8 IR S %l ESK H B(Policy target) 7| BB #(Ambient
 quality standards) =& PHEBMBEMEY) MR dEsH? RENEY B
EH ik (Method of setting) o] ¥ E (Calculation) =& BT8R (Trial &
error)®] BEE F5te o] FeiA st ? zeln M) H—pom B
A= E7 ohid ZEFRS sl wel BSH7E 8t2,%® kK - KE
-BEY BT 5 ORIEHNZ SEACE LY ERRE § B
ol HHO AT HREFES MY MY R#KR$ (Pigovian tax,
pigovian charge), IR RE S (Regulative charge), FEHEH RES
(Redistributional charge) ¢.2 4¥Esl: o] MFELHS HAERE 2 &
FARE Bele] E¥stebn B} %P

Mol RES] BREREH (Pigovian charge) & SBAE A Y AKEA
{b3te] BFERS B REY F4e REKEE ERUttn A=,
(@ 514 MDCe shollAl k. #iEfstA A gt k@l AX & RAWEHA
£ veblz, ofdd HrEel ERAR(Threshold)& A u=l #iEs A3+,
Heol HEpngte] wel RiBsE Ao Heo v, MACE BEBRER

35) William J* Baumol, et. al.,, op. cit., p. 218,

36) Clifford S. Russell, “What Can Weget from Effluent Charges?” Policy Aualysis, pp.
150~-180, 1979,

37) OECD, *Pollution Charges in Practice” Paris, 1974,

38) D.E. James, et. al., op. cit., p. 216,




FHR  RHRBRSMES ER o pIER 5l

£ MAC MDC

L. 7 gt
(M 5) MBERMSH

BRE-E Ve o HREEE ot dl wu) Emiteh. Bt BRELE
T R#EHE Fabd BHREEL 1EY HRWEPHEE LkEAA §IR
T Aolrh, L kbl ko2 BeHshd HRuEHEBEAR Y o S g2 HRe
& wHdehe A€ Bete LKA = BarE gHRAC] RRL
£ BAslER FREEE S ke AL o o4 Al 2 4 ¥
Aeltk, AL ERBFTAA ZE REHEMIT FliBEA R BERIL
£ 1T 4% BRe T~ HRESS &l (Pareto optimality)& 213t #
Hyel oEiRaEet —gsAl Aok, o=l ¥ HWiRY FERESREAA HEH
oF & AL FHHREEH AT Fie] BEAA drerive Belw Hi
&7k # (Equilibrium level of pollution)-& Al 27} ol m ol 4hsEki#E
o FHi-E XA bt BES] 23 Ak Aol

BiHIRY R3S H (Regulatory charge)+ pigovian charge X.x} =% KRB
RN e BENTHEel R vk * sivkslwl pigovian charge o] RiEAHEL
R gEgme] B Bl o1y 2 BEel FWE Aol ite
b AE 4 vt A= e ow HRKES KRN SiRE St AR
o FFET 4 A7l wFelvh. Hi RRSHS ELMEE (H 614
2o Bk LR @2 el Ed 4 e Hiokitejn B
REgREER MACH A3t #He W A% HREMEY RFES

39) Ibid., p. 218,




52 BMREWR
T4 Bkt vt g HHRKE L& o] 5544 A}, o|AlE oA £&
HeE BEe dert god HREEL A BRE FRKE L& Y
#A BHE EAbsle AgkE ez v, uhk REBHREFERF iR
MAC/ & e A =] gow RfTHEMES B (Trial & error procedure)o]
HA2A 2 Aol F oldd £EY RFL] RFS A HkE HHokH
o] wtF 2 X3bwl RiR@KiEe] RE=A A Aelw o]FA st &
BREEE B R o] ExlolA Aeolv), o] HIEY BREEANES HE =
A 4 o REed BEEHE o o4 AL BASZEAAN A=A
@3 2ok vl FEEHA BEUT RER A HHRY BAKEA AA
e,
2]

MAC

0 L 5 Bk i
(M 6) Meay RBMem

FESH RESH (Redistributional charge) & v & RN A € LK

B B e A ZskAuk de FEAsE doH,® HiEe Rite

B BEYE 2 B2 % o9 BEE € A HRES T FHE

o BHES ffEste oF dtthe Al glom, whF Ribol FHHEHA

NEE £ Holl ozl REE ALdE T skx e BEARE A

A Ak, AA R BEESHESE St HRE Bz, EH2e

BiEEE 3 HEYESE domd FHhoen QT BmES B =%
o] A A},

40) Ibid., pp. 219~220, OECD, op. cit., p.112,




FRE  BHRBeMES WA 2 pEw 53

(Lh) S@Ee| &% . RS HIET 2] ek BERSEA 1 £k
Bl RiBE w8 o] F g AFR-Eol MESHS HfTd Mg EWsl
HA B ekl A o] SISt oM E o HEMM K L EERR
Fol EAE BEME #A Eihn HEUEEA dcte Selgler FEY
TG € RBE K - BEE Y 22 HEE fEstdchke Aoldrh
2 ptEHES 2 i@l LR Fetkel =el AFel Hls 2 B
HolAl & AolAul BEMEE ol = vt oJx fEdA v LENSE B
Eeki Sl AMEEES] RIEECl7] wFo HES gl 2 KR 49
B e RRSHA Jobrtel & e BRI viRATL Reg
#aws) 2 A ot Tastely 440, 4 KESHA 23 £E
o S Wtk ol glolA o3 B X7 A gt s B
e KRB HIREAY Hee 58 AEHAS & B9 HREEY
BEE S1% RPN HEE REEE Rolns RBSHS HWBER 4+
A Aoz A4y 1T e 5 @aes BEEEA 93 &
$o] BEM HESL ol3l HiFd A @AM BEERREY BiesE
Aol oh =2 RIS HIE BHstax) g} 4

O f7 BE: MR MRS R#Ese  (Pigovian charge) & #RiEsh
= e veke god BESH RESH (Redistributional charge) & Hig
st ol BRE @l i, Bk FE#(Ruhr valley),® =3tre]
A =— 2 uf o] i 18 (Seine-Normandy Basins),*® uwjgdal=e] = —olif
3% (Dommel-Aa Basins)o] o]¢] HE3c},

58] 190456 o 7049 8BS 23 dE FEHRS MREEEE
2A B4 (Genossen Schaften) & Migiste] iR BAKEERR 5
4 RE - EEN T mEAY & 25 BEKEERE BREstd BER
woll HASES sta v, o= MREEBET BT B 2 #
FE7L fURAS SHREHEANA 29 BHE 2 /8 BRAKEERA

41) Blair T. Bower, et. al, “Water Quality management: France and the Ruhr area” pp.
6~.9, Resources for the Future, 1981,

42) Frederick R. Anderson, op. cit.,, p. 62.

43) OECD, op. cit., p. 22,
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o] Figffe] Rt RFLo 2 RMFEA =3 MIRETHEEBIE R
P BEHMERRS RFE7T st 2 EES T3 Aok, HIKAY Himk
HEFEL 2 B85 EEREEAC] FURETHEEME 9% RESUTI
He #EAA 219 BRKEHES BPA5H e BEE 22 A =4
BT HE HROTTEME-S Ruhritife] R2E BHfdAd EETRS #
b, BEkS BAMA 9 B S d HRAHES Fdde] EI=8 F
Wata slet, BHIEY RFBLH (Regulative charge) & 83 st BER
oA T, ¥7tE, Aa, x2de], 29l deor KEFHFE Rzt
XA ¥ BEYSFAAR BEBHE Stz d' AUt A

@ =8 2 71 o EITEAT BEd RET XERE) & BE
f AFEEEZRS AT FREHE ] A5t FEsle] S04 B
—7% B (Primary ambient standards)-§- 3R 31 #Hifd A =
HHFAA s £ SO, 3 ol-¢= 7 I5AEE Blkete 1 REHEL
BREGD o) 2ot A% 42 KEEHE(Secondary ambient standards)-$-
FBREHA 2T #ifeld stz 7 104 EE #lEh B2 kFEEA &
BR 7 $odle Bael BHAA o4A =] dglet, o el XHE F
Zuipell 3 SO, BeS] EHif MEEHE RS FESA s Az
MRBEBREC AHA = BASE RES HERARC] REHETERY &
#rl Hglen, =il REL BERC] I3 %8 (Coalition of tax po-
llution) 7} REF Aoz sl 7 204EE HFESH] Rt A
o=, kISl MERS et BERTEE 3 F AEe) JuiElA ER
BkE oy e PHHEC w8l ddel MEste THREELEY &
e Emstaal 3 Aolgdrt. FMRER W& BAHEN dad 1T
FigS WX Rl gEs A XA RHE 2B HRSHE
wTsHE & A=A % MOz & Oskglel, = ES Millse} LI
Whiter} HBjEHER T2 o3 RBEHE EWEstd —8e Mkl Kak
3 glow, 183 BEMMSHIA Vermont, Oregon, Michigan, Maine
Mo miE R A%l 3 BEHE (Deposit system) & #FE#st gz K

44) Ibid,, p. 115,
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H2 %A= Vermont, Michigan M-} #HAXEHERR ¢ BRMHEH+
st RFLE Foba gl o] Conneticutoll A= B:fy He SR}
MReHE BAT BHE AFSHES FBHE System of civil assess-
ment & sureties)*®& EMEIT ol ol ute] BEHRo T Q7 HFI}
SREEE Bt ATHEEY ASns AFT REE W
A% A& AERBEHEHEMS Mo BFd o3 4SEREET
Az, 2Ex AstxEdA A RIPT TEREEH LS IT RESH
Fol v},

V. BReHe EE J 2R

MBERH W7t 2 EBY HEMEE Folyl Astd o &
Ay M (Basic issue) & HIE7}F BRI & BEE TAA7 RB
B BEAR % F@ATES 94 & A, RBHRY WE) 7
BEHE o194 € AelH, RFESY HEL o= Mg F2 #Hstn
Ty SIS Mithe %A EuE AAAC £hsA Ao, 1981
£ 127 318 E& Al 3605 22 HESR BERSE LY HHRBOHES
Aol A Ry EAR FIES Rt 24 92 vt SHRBEHY
EATR R BHEEE =%l HA stnalt dbe, ol&w MTRRNA
vebd = e ol HFEE BRSNS RBERVT 5% @ BERKER
Foll A SubE MEE AR EEL R E WY 4+ A HEEL M
# Bzl jhed,

(1) HE2| BR

RS BEE G EAEN 9 g et geiAA 39, ¢
ol A ol BRI whel o] MBAES RFEH (Pigovian tax/charge)
x 4 EREE (External cost) 9] <A1 & RE 8 L (Internalizing) 2 B

45) Douglas Costlee, “Conveticut Experience with nonconspliance penalties” in Paying for
Pollution, The Conservation Foundation, pp. 56~-58, 1977.



56 BEERR
EEE A BiFS RERS S REN B4 BAbd o AR B
Bt e AelAgl ol BRFEosNHY od FRMPEE <t BRE
R EBAE A2 Bl e AL s B s E AY Rl
o2 BlfE ol=idr HHRN MERESHE BBl ds Jae g
w40 RS el —BeE wolEd 4 Ut BEHBY REK
# 5 BERE vt E¥or AL BELES BRIGYSEHEH
of oalA HEs £ HEN RESH (Regulatory charge)dl A & $4 %
BBl B BEFHRTARE HHE =S KEN HES Ritse
24 BUEREES MEREERSI At shE dlol BB Folzlch

FHEH RS H (Redistributional charge)el] A o} zbo] BEHREE ¢
g EEel FES WEHEE 2 AR HES Biel v Aot wel
Aok, KRR T 2 e BRESHE 4 23 o= shie HsEhl
Eeg EWE A she AL oMz B #a3 HEE s Z glen,
Hge AR MiERAste BEZ o Ad BEE Tk o
Bl HIES A, WE, HEER Sol duxA Aok RASWS A
BEEA A £ 288 BHERR R SRS T BB slA BFsidx
2 EAEMC 8o & 4 glen OECD ®%KS fEMe 2wl BHEmRS
BAYe RFESHNA H%e BENH 2 BB BERM #LE R
FEoOH Y BITHSE Bd T Yt

e vl MReH B BREA REN fEozA 9 RES
€ Beo g FHRYHE 2227 FHRMEl 3 EEE HEE sl
o] Bies HARHES FEse d o & 4 drh

o e Mkl RBSE —BEitd HAAZA dx BBEHREE
Eolela e HHEE HEBAAA BERKREEHES BEFRe=
ARl #Ee i el v PRHMKEREEES PHILBREEN 9T BHE
FIMEE 913 MR EATE AdAs BEGLSERY HES ®
ittt B 24 BERE ok get. ol8l EikdlA $3 vete § 7t

46) Blair T. Bower, op. cit., p. 15,
47) A. Myrick Freeman III, op. cit., p. 96,
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A8 BEEd ASY KEE F3 Az ¥ 5 o

(2) RPe= E@ % AEFHEDL BREHR S

RBSHE Ao R HRo = AT AMENE RTEALSE ¥l L
ome AMEAY BEE BEel MBHEREY EAR{Fe] A, 19
U ARER § BHREERAS BWEES s HEDE AL 98
q olokr] At FR E FuffEstel, weld B RReH(Regulatory
charge) = BBIEEH#E == B #H4IA% (Ambient quality standards or dis-
charge standards)-& MEFEER Y] $1ste] 2ozt RAFREREAE 3
Belo] o) % K@= st REBNES BEdtl, BESH RESH (Redis-
tributional charge) = BEHRZ2E 13 AkEF] @BAE vidsed 2
1KE) BE)(Primary purpose)o] glo.m® A EREL WHA < &
FBE R IE RS RE R EER 5 HREEY BRTASY A=
o By PEJE ZE HWHBEESEE 29T #A RiEsld RE
¥i#3(Charge rate)o] frEsleh, et EERS SIEEE 2o SN
3 RBHUE BB RS HEsle A B HBo) slod W Y
R AF =3 48 /Y HBS RS RS H2R HT Lk
e HEERC =4telx drk, 98 vehe A$dle PRHHAERES
B SEGS € BEGSET U BRE AL AR
& B#sE HRHES HEA BES e A4 RESHKY
Bffoz stx domz® w % flEY HMOoRA Hd HEMGS B
BRZ2ERA Lo WHES BRe Ao A RA%Y LHES Az
BERE £ Avtz sgovd ol Ad7A Y KRB BANA BBy
AEE BRET Aol=2 RFkARS Rk Xl RATHREHEER (Mar-
ginal abatement cost)o]v} AtEHEES) MEA vhA) HBabd BEERE
S EREERE T3 MBS 2o E o 2 Aok A B
A9 2 Vet RRSHEE EE®Y 3l e (Conneticut) ) KRS

48) EBE 2 1929 2 BR,.
49) £ ERE RRLH KTl 48 MM BR Eslsigm veler & A4l



58 mMiEW

% (Civil assessment) o} SR{Lste] BHHFFARMES BFE BReIAY B
ek 24 reldl S & BEN] FTEASE Rikste Wl BEERQ B8
o] ¥4zt ¥ ZolA MBHEY HERe BEFHTRIILKRS BERE
B, ERGEEE, QI AR, TEFZS e 2F HEKESE &
Aoz E@ste BESA ok &% 53] PRHFAREEY RiEe B
Eadesl @EY EEMERC] BEs 2, =3 ER BRESe Py
FAAME Bt ol RS BAY AEN HE Hd4 ErEA o
< BReNEe BREHEJ 113 RN ? ERY BEE T2ERste
= e HEHES Kt 24 BRESHA 2 Aoleth. MBHES F
Al i e —@r Al BRKE € BT ol FEE AH, —
BRER 2 FhE 5 3dde ATES BHEE Tihe & BREl ik
AW RFESHS Byl FREE T HHe HEHH WA Wi
#|plel dohad sEAle B BBl vEAY, PHHIRA HREEE
B o1& 7% 2SEME st BRI L BAMHAELE WKl
2, MEREERAS O 3E 4 dow, GES Rive] AXBREYR
BribR MEERG e B¢ BOE BREE 47 g e 5
RiFol FAAA MHEARE oS A% & + A4 2+

Sz vete] A -$ol e BERERE 1924 2 A 34 HHEREE
BRHErAEERES] MR, PHEM, HRME T B ¥ RAeRH o=t
HEste s FEsta, FE KIS A7 7 A A1724 10614 8RR
Beo EEHE R XL Eeha jlod, AKTS A 172 8 A2
o (4E 2Jo4 FRYWE lkg ¥ RREH SHFARBEARIIMRNE
B, MRE RESEE s REstz gk 53 BELAREER LY
HEGHE R RBABE 2SEAS e AL HRERS BB RA
€ #ifsAl T B ohel E¥ari ¥ TREES AEMelw MEA
g EFEUHEGE L BERERE] oEstdd BRE MET AR
Ox 44 RO HEE BT Aow Higsr deoz oS ERE

50) Richérd B. Stewart James E. Krier, “Environmental Law and policy” pp. 596~.599,
Bobbs-Merril, inc., 1978,
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o & FH) Ao W

RERRANA = HRIT/ § APHRE dovle ZE FROHES BE
Hell il Rt oF & Zolv}, 3 BERS BENR 4 Bk, TK
EHEMF, MERRED, MEmE 2 e By B BRd =Het 8
SEEF REMN T KEAENE A JEsolok avh $e¢ 7ol
HEDS D BEGSS -2 ¥ RS 4 EENY BE
HE FelA Ho] Be TERAKS 43 dod, REREHSEERMEC
ARSEY S0, BRLEGYH, WE, TR KHEZFFH BOD =+ COD,
BilEmE, =8 2 A 5 108 BEAEDERA B 168 ol 22
vk, ¥ % ¥rbe] (Hungary) Zeo] KEZEFAA G 31EES HRHE
+ HWHom dhe ERE dov =ZRas, AF, vdaz 5 OECD #E
odlAl e} o] AEGRYHE, 3~47HA e ERHF o o FHENE
R ¥ WENoR At Aol BRI BEtkel A @&t 44
ek, 53 HRAB(Pollution coefficient) #E&-& MAsIe A4:FEE, fF
B Y SEEE 5 EfE 3l SRYE HES e HEE E
e A & Bs HE R EHAE Astd MBSk &
Zelet,

HEREWES HRAF Bstd e #Blsta=t o,

(3) RREMR B

BREHS WiTA QA AF At d MEY shie 1 kAem
Folg T AUt dhe Aolwh, RRGMEY Mge HEY X4AHKN ¥
BEC wel RES D BE o8 A BEREE AT FE, € E
o EBENEE AT A%EE, REL BRE B, BEGRS WS
ol AT Aol At HES AR R By ¥ # (Political acceptabi-
ity) & @7 $1% FHEkez HHY x5 Aok, MES EFE A E
BREKAE —BEE FAYE AdA oM HHESEN RASA

51 HRARFREBCT 1,1.5,29 3oz EHse RAummi RBEGHERY £Re
AVl o}, TR HEST RBESHS T2 % T4 Aoz = g
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BAEREY AQAS MBS A —BEitd SAsd EETER
M) SRAB AL R Bl ol sted A7 WEEY Fke] RESHS B
RGN BORMEE BRE &kl A Hx, Rig BEREER = #
o gFete HEAMA BEE XedA FIRS 94 € &% ¥
REEEEc] £de BED B miRe] slof MRLo] REBURL
o2 b RES Ak BAEE S HET kel AA A o
sted o2 ¥k B A% (Revenue addiction) & HBHslr] $18F HRo 2 RE
Sk Azt BLBEES #RAA BHEFEESH (Self liquidating funding)
EEESHE Aol BFtE 4 U ®

$-2 Vel BFHRERSHES Fdt BEAREIE HEEE Alex ¥
BER2E A622e] 29 HE st BEBERMIEE $13 ARTEE,
Bkl B RS oA RPEAME BESRHEE AT #R M
Bt BEBROR QA% WES £F S Avtn Hel dovt el
Tk uhel zbol BUEREC FTES £ AKX fM#n BHE 2 WK
BER ke PHHAAEREY RERkd BEL £EAS BEY ° N
3 Zeba 34 3E 5 fvh o] REHRIIEESS MiEes E#
&3 37 BEERESY & LES Az glv BE BRE o BER
Eol AT @RS HBFF MEESEANA AA"d Ad+5 BRRSHT K
AEFGERRA vle] BT F =T wobd & WEsIel ok ¥ Aol

(4) &9 Helte] Mk

RBFEH a9 Sl BREEEA oA HEMERH AR BT
3 ERE 4 deo=z RBRSH EAA o &y RHlE K A
st el BOBAEE AR o9A HEMNAA U AR BEEe
Aol Boste}, 4 HRAGHS LEEe HREHTS MR oA
BRI Bkl Hv AL bz JelAE £ ulel o] RRSHT B
A #F 4 BRE S84 HHE 5 dT B R RReH
£ fghehrl 98 92¥ = dvke A& Sbsted ok ek HBXED

52) Frederick R. Anderson, op. cit., pp. 180~.182,
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€ /M 29 HRe¥ESe] HREES A dn RESE BBz
Al BWIRA 7€ A Sle RPBS BHHBBERES REsldor & Aoz
BHRIEEMERS BB To2 RE/F Lotk 74 %o 1§54 PEEAY &
Bt SEste] EEEsIE Axcl RESS kol o BRIl olA
By A% BRI ke 4+ dv 4 $ole BHRKHLREH
BREE (Maximum daily discharge limits) & Este] BWET 4 g+ Ao
vh 2El3 BEd fASE dw BRES B z2avrd BASKR
(Marginal error, margin for error) = oA E s AL, o F B9
BEBEWHRY A8 BRI zEe REVIT HAHZT 2 Ao, o
o A, IR, ERMl I3 EHy B SESHA B Aol @

B REZE oln] WiTH 2 3 IRBSH =] e A A
+ RESH B Blle A2 A0Sz fpste o & Ao, RES
flal zel AT BEL RESAY ek o ¥ okl flEEe] EE
U HEEEE T N2 HES Eid JsaAn fh@idte]l R
SERE BHEslE BEAA A48 RESMT B 3 CRERS
T|RIHA & 4 k.

mEe BRS¢ BHEE A EHste & B s o T R8sl
T84 ol HEUT ddAY -2 B, e 9 HH el vy
e BRI (e Bl o& AR kg BRiE B
of Wl RMREE B AY e B4R T EEN /Al
20| BRIV BEE BFehe vl FTEsS = BAC HEgg A%
B RBEE A% BRMeR BfTE F UES Std Erh ol EIR
A PEHFFAERES Berel HE s dv v vuke Redd &
FEEE T4 BHEY 4 AA 2eb oiw RERRERYEY BES
EHEel Hase] Aol KMESHS —BERA I ARd Kol HolA
ok 2] Vel BEER 2 BB HEA T REREE BET 4
Hge va &+ 4o = ezt RBRSEES B se
HHpEelel vl HEREWHEI A4 e PrHFFAZLES] 300% 1A

53) Richard B. Stewart, op. cit., p. 570,
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E, —BERHELL 9ol SHHFAEREE 400% o4 e A%
247 RFESE B 43 vtE BRELE 9% + dv RilE
st RBSH TAlAE —ES XREEH A AT ERHE REge R
A BEEEY 28T Bl RREeHE BReR BRASs B0l R
B #HRY 4+ A=F 3tz sl

(8) MmHR

RESHY #HEE HEY B 9 EBHR =t 2 Rfgp #
B2 RS 2l & 4 Aelx, olo Ad s HIEY EFHE £
ol ATERF MIRE H MifT RS BRER =T S8 A Adld, v @&
Mpgel B0 BN, BER BATEY —Rd #eed ¥ UrEHs &
Brsle] B o BRESHEST /M2 4+ d FENY 2R HEE B
< e 2 AR gt vebie] A 4+ drt & BREHES E@iE
4 (Optimum allocation of environmental resources), BE#MH R #
RiRlErol o) BRI HE (Incentive for pollution control & technological in-
novation), —% 3 BEEKE-E BRI B 14 AA FESE
Ry 2z (Economic efficiency), FEl4 R BiE$8E (Redistribution &
financing), A4 (Equity)$ #Ets & + U+

ChH BRRES| BEES : HRMES BEHBOREY MBS
® BERYEEEM.EAS KA, KEH & BREREEA 4% A2R
ol=k Wig BrEste ob4 ekl RIEHES] HamBd RaEs 3l
T EEMEME Y MY HEE 4IRS "ok, RESHS AEd B
e ARMeR AR, KEF A5 29 MEEE HEstz o9 A
& BES HERIEF sk st g REdth wHeiAd £
¥+ it RGeS 4ES] BERBEAoR B god o=z FiiH
Bt HRHHENA BVBASTEES BREEE F¥sA R

(& 7)ol A HRab-& Mty 1% & FRERgA-« MAC 2 g
v ol B ¥l AT + Ude HREERY BVBRBES (Least
cost combination)-& FAsla ¢l o},
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e MAC

- B Z__C Ry e m
; : b B B A
| !
i i
i |
] [}
i i
| |

s i

A : !
| - 1 .

v X W R e M

(il 77 REST We

HHOEH B OF &%) RS s M+ 72% £¥e OXiFHER
BfAAE o] & w4 HREHE RRSE Thdle 299 kst
AFB &8¢ B#03t7] flste] BHREHES Al € Heolvl, BEY e2%
Al A& DFL FREHE 1A ook A He F FREHEA =
® ¥ BAS AWV 2oy RFESE THhely FRGHEE ¥ Aol
2 ¥ F74E R ABCo =z} 178iste, ARilA BE7HA & OXE
7A€ HRERE st RMRES € Aold, HHRAM OX Bfr
€ BBE Atde 2 Elfd Al A Bl OF &S THste ¢
Aelet, & E4 LS HRAME] OW A%, o¥e OXHf
Ae HREEEE Stz XW EBfre HREHE kA "l 234 o¥e
& XBZW &H¢ BRLor FHsteiol & Aolx, o] &AL A3
XWBfe] Hieo® 4T A E5%E (External damage) & it @l HtRs:
€ 7ol Aok webd EREHTA %) MBA-S HREREM OA
BXs} e XBZWE Fitrt =™, BREEHN, EREER B84E
Eie B/t HREBEME MACE B 7 A s

el bl A HREHEE St o BArE OF $8E HRTR/EYE
SHRTREE v BFET BWE FAV Hshe BER (Bargaining

54) Joseph J. Seueoa, op. cit., pp. 236~.239,



64 WMmEHSR
theory, bribe theory)e] A—3 BEEIHREE ¥ A& gt 4
BRI WL fld HAn m2x g8 A4 EHEA (transaction costs)
9 JEPEfl 4 (Free rider problem)e] BBEIET B Ay BRI EA ik
7t A& FHa BEstdel, olddl e ol HaEe] MEFoE BUF
A A8 HEshd BNe HRg AvA oL Bfrk OF &5
BRI HRBANA Hees FHT AL BREY 4 Y& AolH
(B 7114 &¥%e OX Bfirztl+ HHs WA A AFB &HS Mg
27y Aol Mg BREAE Eikd A RRESHS BB
#(Symmetrical) o} A vk {RiRy FHEIRGL ol A= RHE7 EA&mal
ERIL FEgr.

RRES 73+ £EL OF SR A2 BYE AT HES = 3
HHREHEE stx, 2 o4 BRGHHEN = RESLS “ihsd RS
of 9% MKABRE BRI A 0 BB SR BRe
2R BEES B BREAERY AERS RAASA o o
o RiRdel EEEWA FEAEE BB R AERY MRS
BEA 7 PEES WAATIA "k, zelsle] BEES s oy
HE- ¥ HBE 3T £ERY HEES AEERIE 23 28te
o Rl o8 THEE Aol Ak ohE Vo s HiEhd OF &S 1%
Y& RSt oAl shr] S1% BHERA BRI BESE Admn my
&+ WERA YA the FddlA BEWA T B3 FHel w2 i@
BRE Afkete ZRE /A Sk BEISTAAE RBEHIHE 2
71, &l N MEHESGIT 98 debd Bkl A3 M) %
RegAlA JA H3 BAFE HHRFAA AT WHE FHER @A s
71 918 B she Aol BB BREE FHREI S BER HBH
2 ket BN Wbl & A% FliEEAE #ske kA 2o
ERAL FIEBIEE c18 Wl Aot zbo] HEESAl Ho] Lol FHLR
Dol HENLFEF FIEHERE 1S AXA Al Bena 93 XY
€ olAe] HRED = BEEEA BME Tidsle WpsERc He
2 HFRHES oS wel 4714 € BRE Rt B g2, &
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Erel -3 wEhad o MR E BREEY 2R HEE KE
st olw L BEY =+ HRBERE (Waste making business) o]
BEFEA 2evte dolv. RASHL BedHd HRE FRvez
®abd M&7T faienlel WEUTRES TS EHT A SR @
B GRAPE M oA Aot Aolz, PFBEIHE YA : 2R
7t AlwkE] wAl sleh (@ TelA RESS FHREY BWH S 0ABX+
BZWX & H# BIAA =& M Eigs BE 2 NEEY B3 ¥
R ERERZEC #EEY FHeH T4 Bl OFBX-& #ms
Bé, Exv oHAA BUFEESY Wbl o fH%e Aolm, OX
fre] HREEBEARES 7] AT BRY RS RESYC WS A+
7t BREHZE e A, Fog RESS 49 Bff: BEgR
ol 3 MEMS] FTEE ARAMLR 24 Su BN A$de
BRI R 23 MEES HREAA BRAZA =,

(Lh RERHN N HERIFS BMERG RREEIN A = HHEAL
SRS Bas RABREEERM ] 2otAA =& K#Enx HREEes
SHAl ez FHRBHY BEE ol FaA Aok, RBLHTAANE Hp
e MBS GREHRE, BTREERA & SREEY <2 Fane B
BREEA <& ERK Ao 2 BN 71] sHol, MBI TAAS Hi
I BiEs & gATE Al AdA BREERAS HAEAR &
fEole Aoz HREBEBRAMET vt oebd HREEHBS mEsieE
HERE 2 Ho E g o2 BHRGIEHES FIFS HEaA Lo, ®

(& 8l A RAFTREHEH] MAC o2 HRA AL, EARIE
g3 A RAEEER ] MAC, 2 B85t Aok, RifkEe] t2 g
HOHRAKEL N BGlA N Bho 2 WAsiAl Roh o RES o4l
B ST ETEE BREE EMED 98 ¢ 4 = CABus
o ik I Hile]l FASE NiK#EAA+ BKB HHE 3t &
WBHT S BRE BAA7A Sl HHERS FHLA ZahA A Ao},

RRESHTANA £ BAEP "ely kg N 2w siA 51%

55) OECD, op. cit.,, p. 10 Richard B. Stewart op. cit.,, p. 558,
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i}

MAC,

MAC,

i

O N: Ny B : ﬁ%ﬁ
(W 8] H#EBI# ®E
N Bl Al BEHstE Aol wal DAC s34 o BRE 4 A7 =5 &
GRET GREEENS WEMEIES FHRE REL.
ChH &y wEdd . RESHYT e BEEEFRA AH4 3
€ BT M1 glnta st A old BEY BEEAMS BRE
€ ¥ M BAC] A =& Eielste AY Ao}, o

g
MAC,/
” MAC, MAC
L e o S A / e T -
o, P Op R p= Oc b= g '*I)ULFF : 1:;
A AR e 15 gL

(M 9] FH¥mES] EMiEHwEY
Ul 9)el 4 &% A B.Crl dlm 4] 7199 BASHREHEA Bge 2
7 MAC,, MAC;, MACc 2} 311, 3P* ol st BRmd BERS 9
o BREERC] WER A5 BH BHELE] K" & pRe Py

56) D.W. Pearce op. cit., p. 83.
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o BRWAE steok st o] #—y MHEREL HGH] AT @R
Buo] g 0,9 P*Ato]9) MAC,+0g sk P* afele] MACs+0Oc ¢} P*
Akel 9] MAC; olel HE#S AFT Aol Ak v & £Fd tHg
o RESS Habd AL BALR PR FRED BEE Rt A
o] mEsAl =vh. F (M 9314 £F “A”9 4% “C': HEEIo o
B2 BRI E 3HA Sk 3k BT A she] iy HkIEEHES] o ¥ 3P*
ERBEALL RG] T MEA % A" F £X% “C7 BHREHK
o2 ¥ ‘B FRMEMAA = Azt A3 WA B Gi0=A Aot

@) BES R MERE: RELL olv ERIA HES BE
REFES AT MF £EsH i@ —E5HFA HFREET
s, #RA Hbol F BEREE I REME = FES, A
dald BEREE AT Moz HASAE + AA Bt =3 EHRE
o) BESHERE FEEH FRERE 2 & HREAA MR
& BRBRLE T3t slol kBT Bed HFwo s HRERE St
A HREEA KK Hohste Aol Hu, g —HiH HRHEE G
o & B FRMES EEHA S« ole T Hyes RET BE
HRA Y FHebT St HEERE AT A2 REUEER £ F71 4
Al A9, wekd g SER FREFEENE BRstE Al Ak

@) ®FE: ERSHe 2R R BES 2 A€ FRE|EFER
(Polluter pays principle)oll M= 3 B el E71 HR Ml ehe MY
chgoll HREL Al ok et AARAS HFY HEd EREAAR
+ gleh woF kFAEECsE Aoz SElst BEMEY #Etetd o
o REMEMES BPEE HRLR ol FHT 4lstec] BEY FifE &
ite £ B Tl wod ddvhe AL E¥ELE 4 & Aol
of, Bl MAMe St BN Rl AHEEAAG ddde Bl
T AR obd AAe] i@ZEe Ax obd AL RS Uk F
FAFA g b o8 HEEeS THEhe AL BBl HRBA AN B
FHol Avte Aoz MBHARE Aol i@ FiEE/t 19 BES
AR ¢4 43te 29 BEE @A dod & He A€ BHE
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o}, =hek BEe) tFEEC] Arkal o7 Fikeld MREME o1 wiat
Ag AolH, thE RERHFER] ANAE A= AL F—deta
T+ A

V. RS ¥ ERNEER

(1) MR

MBSO HB) oA BEtsolor ¥ NMEMES HEY HEN X
B} 8 fEAA 4ol ®RSE A 2L Sk WEE A
2go] fBed 4 ot ATAA Hol & RESLHS) HRRE S R
Ees wase Akt v MERSE RRSHES WAT kel A &
el 5t BIEES ZurelAl A uw RESHES T @Bt =
r EEES RN SR Bl miEstest et

oA RESHS WREEA R J& Mo M BB A
£ FEABRRAANA RBESY RB 9T oG] 283 AEK
o) g EEQC) B FIEE BAT A8 R o4 EEHL
BERSS BB Dol AA =2 HEE HEEY HARKRE W
HAAHe Aelvt,

eont B, A 59 HRAEES BFRRs BEL FEME
BORE: 273 BRWEMY HAREEEE S o3 REFREES] K
Ry HES RARE EE EEEe] B ERAAA F Ah

Zow BEY BEBESE AT Aol ohd FAML=R AT B
SRRRAA T & Hifdl AEsts BBl 9& & dete A7 &
gAY RERTERS RBESHAA HEsdte dv Ade e 2R
A oohi Aol 4R 4 QAT ot HREEE Lo e HR
#q wal ol HREEE B¢ HREEE HREAA BEHE A
A Egdl A WEE AT Yo BHREEEIAS BHENY SR

57) Ibid. pp. 77~T78,
58) Richard B. Stewart op. cit.,, pp. 573~579
59) D.E. James, op. cit,, p. 217,
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€ Falolok Trhe HMROL —BS HHAE Wol A w EWEH B
HE wolol ¥ Aoz AR},

RESHS 1T QI EESA =& MENeR F03 AL =4
Bk 2 BRI Ao2A Tl RAS REBHERE, FER4Y
Fiést RBe ES, RRERs ddstd SRLEE, HRY B 9
Bl SHE 7 918 % ZfelA welx: S kBT
# Sol miEolol st Hgont: ME 4 BRME BEhATwE
HEERMG, NG, EE, SEHSEDY <2 2SERME g
T 2% D FKitoh dhngd AT A BE BRY  HEERERS)
2 EEEHS @R So] Mook stn Tog ol MMM fF
Fiol el g RiR4e] WEES oA #ikdl mh@w %wES fERstA
QT wkgs] AR oS IEFET BN 2 BRGNS BEAY 4
glomw MRH B ke Hs ol st HHMEHE Fild wED
RESHES ERYT 4+ & AL s ook gl

(2) EBHPTR

dellA RS BIE REST AV T R4 Y48l & MBS H’
BRHE Rt ot el vetd] RRSHEERC o4 £REE ol
MeRsle] BlEES BAEML #HEE MEE S ¥ Adeld, Boer B3 ¥E
T FEHFHFRE 259 24 g8 9 A 2 Be 5% 5+ A

A2 TARER 5 ERke] MARE ¥ BRARME] 2, 4=
E JAHHHRATS BECRE RSB 1T A BREpl &
P& Bopout RRSH BB & 4 AL Aol AAR FEHMHRE
o w3 HARME 9 RFee] SHEER RFEEY ROBREH 2 BB
@ilsl BT fTERENES BREY Eirel W REs ook st MIER
e g Slsted Bse) Bt 2 AR, 2elx ERWEHES HE
o] #edEsl ook ria Erb, Beflel F21 veix] BEHEHEE #nshd
A gl AL

60) Ibid, p. 228.



