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Loug B FARERK (emerging Nations)PE-& @ 5ok FIe] MEMKKE T 9
HRERA, e HOEY BB SEEHS Mo Aes o} E4o0, Hok
HRAES BRE 25804 A2y B Bk LAMEHE &4 st ENd "t
ol B B Eigd J RES 43 X AAY BaRly Faflsd Stra-
cheys} &gk o] B¥l AT SEME(great awakening)®g Igto® sl Mg EHAN
Ry RN #HERE gl AR A  RiAstE WY #a4r(The revolution of rising
expectation)®-& &{7s}7] o] #EHe] glvt.

ﬂ%‘%ﬁi MEHEDA Held ol F FEBEFRES 25d BHEY fifd 48 BERS
et Ak fgd A5 Fogons HERGNA T3 #Fos FHgsA 5
devl, ol FAMIERRES -3t E3MAYY S22 9.

IR PR FHIBEERL 19504k 604l lelA] 3EBHRY gk
BREBRTI BN FEBEHY el ERMeR o] ke AHE 445d KFR
*3%, REREHTE oveRss HEN EEEE Z3ss &5
BEAfe s REERM 398 BOK B BRFAE EHsk7 6 o
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Zeh. 19704

D SRS advanced, developed =¥ modern 508 %ﬁ&l——ﬂ Kahe ok mAKERS &
BE R BRI B vEe M= REBVE FHT HMMEE gl F4EHEE
£ ZFgEAcr FHAD Jdrh. &, ol F WEHERLS ﬁi@ﬁ'@, Iy, B 22 BRRSE
FR L] 9A Robe Ho A traditional, undeveloped, underdeveloped, backward, developing,
transitional, modernizing, non-industrialized & S 7}x1 2 RHEHE 2 3},

2 John Strachey, The Great Awakening, Encounter, (pamphlet), No.5, p.1.

3 Eugene Staley, (ed.), The Future of under-developed Countries, New York: Frerick A.
Praeger Inc., 1961, p.15.

O 3R S 53E A BRgY BENfAC ERAEY #os sE T3 94
AA N B 2 v 2 oz Edx AgstE A% AW 4F FERIBRFEHES 2%
o BWEB AEE gAstd E‘%i‘fl‘ q4-E gl A A=, FaAw 2EE AAT BE
1% BES SRS Stz FH L STRE A% FTAAE #ERE AFToEH A6
ANFEA d= AEE %?E%ﬁ@l% E3RE A Agw Aolvh, 2 E3ERee FiE
e E‘.ao‘_":- LB AL 443 A Edgch. FIfAzte T H3gFolele T4
HWe] £ How H3gseler, YA EAFA :ﬁK@"ﬂ/‘i Eard 478 g3 HFHoEA A

o= “JZ.LELL #F sl AL Pobd A ZolAw, Fo2E HRE AxA ATl Ads
2 A gvh. webd #E3gsst SRS AFAS R, E3kRede BB 2ee BEN 8
A& I%B;Zﬁsl— Aol olvel By, Ateri 2 ks duist §51 2o AdelEle AL
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2 FMEREREMIAR R (B1ED

S g RLY RN BHEIGS AR HSHA A9 ROSE KERE
S Y. G744 LU BRT 5 9 Fo7 A4L o)E ¥ E3HFE FA T
Azre] HEHIATA JQcks BRI A4 TR R FluEtiRs 58
24 AL FiQoe] IETEREMIKRS EHEE stasle ARLE REAZHEE Aod.
AstE JA 28] AR e Aotk &, FEIERS] shdd 4L A ERER
A3 R A3 dEoletn AT o rd 1E LB FIEMFRID 22 3L ey
3L et

Iz, HEIEAL] FRMEE 24¢ 2e wAd #ek A ZeAd. B BE
s 9 st HHBIR (mainstream theory) o A & H3ft A o] KR LRI
€ EER TRel sty el Agiet. Ml BEEL HERY #HES M
FREY Aoz Ry BEES #E) =x BEEY FE st KHEH fgs d& -
At REE ’J"“H ket

BHBIR-T 43 ettt R BEER A’ HHe] F 7P<I FdA 2z g,
Al e IR EBERS FMHRE AL e AEFER KKK REA izl ABW
L2 #ERE REeke Aolx, & E3MAY KBRS HEHRL AEL Rite] okl
ot BALEY BB Mgl A stotE ook b Aoleh. MHEIRIT F33 Hslh:
R BEERD 3% REW BANA {BEiR (dependency theory)®e] 107 Hgich,

® Bergeri= WEVE ALY BMEHR HEMY +29 Asdetn sted A&A o] dF Al
. 8 EM%KE%&%—J TRl AnA 24 A T3 AL ohiv Aoz A7
d dde] Yok AL AAFA 2k, duksd BE) AALTe] A9 £ A @
ohel EEERE 15% 428 295 235FZL 4 A8 2P et sha Bergere SEE
A A&}, P.L. Berger, Pyramids of Sacrifice: Politicai Ethics and Social Change, N.Y.:
Garden City. 1976.
5’ @P@ﬂ/ﬂ s feEmHd 28 £E 28 9 Z28: 983 2o
(EFE) 94%A, [E3RY ﬁEEE; wl (A 5‘}7&4 1980)
d%é [RBER: AT FARAT] (A& g3, 1981).
FER, ]34 A &éﬁj (A& g4 2}F, 1980).
BT - AR A TASA A ofdl ] (A2 FA4L, 1983).
244, IFAF FAZ] (4L T34, 1983).
RA W pt@ B EWEE, TRBER: = BEe #28) (A% Exmk, 1982).
BEEWCUEREE, T899 |43 A4A404 ] (A48 3P0 55a 74, 1984).
ERiE (ol &2y Ens BRI (A& Exut, 1984).
SE b, TEER &) o2 ] (A& BUBFERL, 1984).
SEF 4 TRRGE olvlg2s] (H&: K, 1982).
£, R3] R E3WRH o B (A4 KERL, 1982).
EBEM L, 3R HE(D)) (A¢: HFFAFEF4 7Y, 1983).
SR/, Tl ¢271E]) (A& F94, 1982).
) BER, Telel &2/ i) (A€: XHER, 1985).
GEE) MER 2, (3R REBRRI (AL AF HF, 1084).
UES F (BBt FRAUA) (A& A obEuAt, 1984).
Qﬁﬁi‘ﬂ # [BABGR ol €27 (A% Er S, 1085).
AEA % TSRS BREEER] (Ag: -84k, 1084).
: ‘ﬁfé{r 9 (RAI3AI A ) AA kA | (§-2: 7h]29F, 1980). ..
AFA o, (550183 JEvteaaF ) (Ag: &4, 1984).
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WWERY EBRA B AR 3

]2l ¥ WBEM-S 1960448 T35l Frank, Santos, Amin 59 B} FEo] 5o
2tEl obdlzlyt MBERSS HERS #HAST #Hst: FHAA slzgapy BRI
BEAA BH3 BHEE U BRT £ HiEom BAERS HASAY et
FEBo 2 ARAA 7 5 BT F4E @A HA o)d] W AAE AYSE A 5
et

oj¢k 2 RMIEE#E EAR T RBERC] 1970FMR Fukel $2 BRA £A4H9S
o EHEEES RBEEAA B FAA HES Aabo] Hel Pob. S8 — A4
L 4L S ddA RBERS #HANe s ZHSE st oz o] HEH
—ikel £33 BES vl vtEasEHE S TAtE FAT TEHEEN BHT o
He2AE $u9 B oz BRdE T e dde A d5m a0

Gk & R Ae AR s B HAS BEETl oA FEsior & &Kol
Fololn, #BERS BRAZ BEML FRel od P78 43 oL, EA= EE
W EERSE BAeR oWk, M2 EBRER A olu 2K #HAE et
SuidA HBERS vtRas—ddEie Judd A4 MfOT e, dAs {5
Eme MESez4 RElSE 9 7R #BES o #Hsees, Bos Sfclete
-2 RES BERRRAA EEERS TAMES BEES s g

0. # B2l &=

#HBERS A B RS 468 (dependence, dependency)o] = HE&S Z‘r%‘,—e_i
sty BEE ) vk vhA) wabd #BEmS o8 ERS LR #BE dus
A& wRE .

cug % A FAL Rl ? eElw T EEEERS Aol
ol HAER Wl FEF o] FoAXA &L ks B3 #@EReld. 2 3 flE EX
Fitd] 9ol A% dependencer 3 Aok, dependencym & Ao ko] FAE FI %E"T
#rsEln gl 4Fo]th. Caporasoo] 43l dependence: uhsrs] BIFRMARS JEHEIY
o HAKERSR 5 W LY TF%(relational inequality)& XA sh+= el ™, depen-
dency¥: HEMKE JAY THES do BEEAEHEBE Y TERE(SRELES)TS
B REE EEhes Bk - ﬁ"‘%‘ﬁ.i*ﬂ é‘f_ﬂ,ﬂ eSS0 2P (structural inequality)
< gEget

RBEES BES 2] FHE A= %@1%94 & KRN RESEe Al FEE
%9 TR RHE SO0 Ke AWEAE BEH B34 HENE FANE
Aol Aolsb 914 Bojrk., ¥l v] Santos: dependencest dépendency%'?-ﬂg%]—x] a3 f

— BBl —



4 EMERGITRE RIE OLIR)

S dependencem FEiislw glvk. 2.8 EHe ==2w fEEl% —# BEFREHET
—Bre] KeyEEERE) Hii&é W o] Glfe e s HlRP(a conditioning Situation)$-
2)u]§keh.® Santos: 4EES dependences FAIAwE EFE dependencys] HIRE HEH
w3 & 4 gch. webA dependencest dependency: R HFH L AEe &
2 goh. 2 AV HE AL EY AR, fE, SR 98 BRERE R Akt
| 9t oee] MK EEEEMGE 94402 & + ¢, TN #
BHGE &+ 37 A&l @A EH BRHFEL —HEhos & 5 9 F
o Bk HmEY FEH AN olF ALYt HAEHQ HE 8 FHE 5 el
& A 2 :

AFAA L Hagl vlFel nu RBY WAL KEN KB ATl SYSAL ¢
=4 e FHeke FEsE AL oPVH, KA, HF, H, 3vb, FER S 98 X
TAAE MR 4+ d& Atk #BY #ad o4 Fotst HRkdA o4 Bk TA
S} 2 BEE A% 2l AEHS BER A9 A#KkE BESA Je As 5T
£ AE EEY 2a g

Il. #EER2 EAER

—

T g Re] shistn g RBERS 1960ERE Fikstd T2 ehul obElE st
BrEo] 3R ERHBA AT MERZRS T2AHA HEEAS.
a6, oldd #EERS 47 e B, &S, BEE ALse 2fEd BRI S
FRow BEFY $vh. = ik Hd sk =El obslE s BEERE(UN Economic
Commission for Latin America: ECLA)S #EEsHm 44€ BE, BELAIE #EE
FEBRVe Z, B E sl nl2 g kR AP HET Aoad ECLAS RANRER
TEABGED] ghul olulgl sl EBES FsA XAHE T4 88 Sikelot

&

» James A. Caporaso, et. al. (1978), Intermational orgapization (The Special Issue on
Dependence and Dependency), Vol.32, No.1. (Wintes, 1978), p.2.

8 Theotonio Dos Santos, “The Structure of Dependence”, American Economic Review,
Vol.60, No.2 (1970).

O o AsAA FAEel AEA Al FolA A AL FAAA FzAd EFTAA 9
EEqun 238 998 S50 EFE B, 2 8L, AAAY $AFE] AWt FA
AA o] AP oy AvAd AddE, 283 T24 EFEE Al Aol Hasdn &
Ageh, FAAAY EHEY F2EAE F2Foz 4z doie R4 o/ EE TE2FY Fofut
g,

0 A Fe] F - FAEE FE5 FAAEE FYEUA AdAde] AZHAA AEd 2
AL HNAE TYE o) Flok stn, FLFY AL AFAA AAFT 2R £4F AES
< FW A FAste WEFo s aFeiA ok gt AddA A7 FA . F, T4 &5
= $YAEES £983 Gz A Rl FFL A Aoz TS AE FA
chooolE @ AL FYshs] A% Bk B, Bl AR BB S AdA =499 25, A
o SRS FgAA Held 5 GA F Aeld.
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feEER e EER S MBEARH 5

zew, 24 kel opdlElsle] Bk, 8, iRy REE old Feow, ofd HEEE
WBER BEE H5eA Fe0h? 2 BEEoE BHEE + 9= AL, O BRE REM
BiEByo] St REEAR BiFe] #s Fadons RAREN TEABOK] 34
H A, @2 BR FAARANA BEEY, BRARe: 23T FigsEs ¥ 34,
B2 gl K¥Es AR Agelx EEL} R E AEREARY Jd £
T itE - BENQ mge] T el 2 Bike] &ME Al 2 A, @ ook 2
Tl A EiF IS Adste F A2 EFHEHN 2] AFdAdx, @ o ey
22 AREE REEEN REBEES] A3 &5Hd £ 55 & 5 4+

Fol Ao s 4xnd, ghel obdlElsle o el REEE AL AMEROL R
Bl A Holv BRRES] £RE BRdA 2234, Bisr RELY REs $HEFS
Boete oo RAREN TELBRE Axsded oldd ke Aoz Ht
H RS HKFE, MEEAR 3 T BEY IR, el FRERS wES ®f%, =
il Fe THIE BLATE FAEE da o Uekeh AebA RAREW IRAEBORY &
B %9 Bt mxAv)E g ECLAY B A3 #iAlE Asdor 25w
aroreh.  o]H 3 B4 AoA 1960448 4wl Frank, Santos, Amin §2] Bsl F50)
o] ECLAS WS #HAsta Msmsls FA 04 nteax 8% Riktke] 23T HBH
e 2 A EEE ZE JUobrl AlAsg e P

LR @3 ECLAS) il oar 2ubsh MikEm BAd4 BRI BEHe o
S mEEAZ = e FRE FEESY 4Tl

Fale 18984E7HR] sl ol .ot EEAL K FIARES st % - 2l
9 Byl A ERMe] Sulshal 190244 HEET BolA ek 2 F Fobe B2
He ot £EE ¥ 23 £ERo Y BEND F4 Ach de A LHES £
et REKEo v KEAFRE AT slreml 19534F 74 2698 E7b BEY &

AL ] E5 EAEHS B, steEz, Aukel o] AxT Adeirld x4
ARDBE S0z 1956 149 whel2ehEdES etEgch.  FobESS 432 A
oja] EEAEHRN - L dER BREERRY 154 fxd £ d19 A9 a4 detE
Ak, =3 19604540 whEl obwlEl s} HuRel AAY REMBCEH (53 HEEEN
EEY A B SRzl medEs g HPEELAﬁ%i FAlol #AIsE #E
BEHS B ¥$ 2oks AT Frld SEsds 443 A Sl ®

webA RBER) SEEAR Y T2zl REERR vﬂsﬂ HER FHEE = A

r[o Iy

10 Richard R. Fagen, “Studing Latin American Politics: Some Implications of Dependencia
Approack”, Latin American Research Review, Vol XII, No.2, 1977, pp.6~7.

® dxd, [{EEER: BBRY BRiCER] (48 B, 1981), pp.34~48 3z,

® d%4, BB, p.55.
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6 7 o EMBRRBERAR RE GBS

& 2ag Q4. e HBEERS o4 BEmd BH=d AANes B Aol

w7l note ghel oldlE bl A BHE KWEERN RERICER 2353944 24

s}»u REERN oW &2svh. BEHRS 2otk 2o WY Bicldn 2
o gloy, EgstRety 2L 994 DPeS HAT & 9.

IV. #eBEH2] £ER/I

RBERE A AL ukel o] {HF R 2 AAST me g visst B2 By
g2 #FRe] flow FRZ F4o] hEx Fe R E F2E Wgo] b2 A
i ge Ae E 5 gt '

RBHRRS BRI 2FERES o9A Atk #el o8 Zez Jre] Au
gk, FA Y Cardosow D HEM B EERH % (autonomous national development: Ja-
guaribe), @ @%%5%2&3% %% (International monopoly capitalism: Barans Sweezy),
© HEER B3 B BALERH A (Cardoso) Fo2 ¥ x, Chilcoter @ EFER
o] R #% (Development of underdevelopment: Frank$l Rodney), @ HitB#HE (New
dependency: Dos Santos), & B3 2R3 (Dependency and development: Cardoso),
@ 7B £ F (Dependency and imperialism: Baran, Sweezy, Anibal Quijano)
2 vr3 glet. Chileotets #THkl #el Jrt2 a2 i8] KFE L #%## (non-Marxist
anti-imperialist) 9} v} 2 3.2 fy9) KiFE £ #HFE (Marxist anti-imperialism) 2 V3 ¢
th 10 g Bathe}l James® el ofbwie] 7} #BS 447 (Dependency Analysis of Latin
America)d] 4 HBEIRE O H-FE3%% (conservative: Prebish, Pinto, Wionczek), @
B 38% (moderalist: Furtado, Sunkel, Dés Santos), @ %;;Ejz%%(radicél: Frank,
Cockcraft, Johnson, Petras)® s}t ol A8 viebsg)l #EBEIEMY HE5E dds
IS AY BREY HEES MAQe] 2ATHE 4L 9 oJH$ Folo]oh. 237
Aol A A RBE®S LEEE BUEE BEE] LEM FAE R g
'R A 546 A4 o wAe |

1. ‘:FIL\J-I' F#e mE

Prebish7t f¢BB o] w3 #8995 (Theoretical Framework)= A st el X
Bas AAT o= A9 e RBHEARE KBEHRY LAMES HT 4 o @ae

O MBS, (RERGEH, IS8 (44 FTFATH, 1984); .98,
5> Bath and James, “Dependency Analysis of Latin America: Some.Criticisms, Some Sug-
gestions”, Latin America Research Review, Vol. I, No.3 (1976), pp.6~11.
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REBEHS FERA PIESHA 7

Agsta gleb. ' el g A RS TRERE OB (Center)st —REMS 4
EESHe JAiSE(Periphery) o2 25AR ohd, SDES FBEC s |EM FA 24
TECRASRO] M, S KUER TE - HEIHAR 2 HEE-S OB A RERHRA 5
o etz TR Yot EBERC A £ LEERF R B, KE g
iyl Al (center) & BREtw, 2HAE 53l SR HiFE oz HES ARE
QA R g HEE dvbe Adols. zev B EBREEE 2= K EEE
obel glow EERAQL BiiR, EWEHS] A (periphery)d] FEfESIT glob= ZHeolvt. 1%
& 'R, B, @m@AIES] 5L —KkERY Wbdwk KESZ 7 AE AE
W MEL FOERE oS 8 Ak Aolsk. o] Ae] Agnd EHRE KRFe] =
o Faesich

Prebishe v}l o} 719 RiEEEEs AR (The Economic Development of Latin
America and its principal problems) ol A Mgz <3 HEBES S BREL #Hk
T AL A ALE AR Az A, HfES A ARk TS
DE FFPoma —kESS B EHES EASA A THIL, TERRKY B
frd Efe bAgs fvh == —RERS BLER Z5HEGS BEd £ ok
2}, MESEY HAEE B KiHE 58 KERRL A H=z2A BERAE
Blde Aelu

Galtung& 7.9) %= FHEFHMEEH (A Structural Theory of Imperialism)™®ef] 4 .l
Be s Figes vry ® BBEE hOdt Ao s vr obd TEES Lt
B RO Ade s #kd RBMAE BEMN 5% AR BER GRS
HERA 72 Qeh. 2elm ol HIERE B FOE hOEe FEE Ol
FEEsRot MERsEAT T sta, o] #d AA S B E£38 (contemporary imperialism)
2 23 g =3 FEEY POfE HOES L 23dezA kS A H
3 RSB 2HAl9 At BEHE hOEd #BEsleed POoRo R HEE A 0
I dgdeh. ASe dehd 28 SHE Y TR FEEY pOofe HOEY F
a2 FEe 95t o gobxlvta shgict. Galtung- o] A& Fl&ke] FAu(harmony
of interests)z} X33, Quijansi o] & #¢B = 2o} (dependent bourgeoisie)zl & 3=t

RBEHRFES RBTE2oEo] ASEI ERERNA BBE, RENY TEIE A
St vl o] &g o Ba} Hay d¥] = (Comprador elite) 2 THIBIKS THLEH

19 ol 5 RFBIES BB EAld A AN (FoH—AS)> FA o AL Prebish, Amin,
Galtung o] ¥ &3 £18 Agstm gich. HEBERAA Lustne de Adeldt.

0 R, Prebish, The Economic Development of Latin America and its Prz'ncz'pal Problems,
Economic Bulletin for Latin America, Feb. 1962.

1 John Galtung, Thke Structural Theory of Imperialisin, Journal of Peace Research, XXXZ.
1971.
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8 ‘ EMRBEFIRE RE (F11ED

TEEN B4 (llicic union)-& st A€ Figs =% RE K817 At 2 B
FE o AL BEEAR 2 O] B T BIRE 23sks 20
Hetw 2w gleh

=3 RBERF L HAERERREREE 0B (metropolis) s} 2 (satellite) 2]
ToREIEE(Frank) 2 B43EAY =0 (Core) —#5 5% (Semiperiphery) — & (Periphery) £
ZAHEE (Wallerstein) 2 $Albsle & WSS A& TPELH = HIGRKR=E B
#gket. Wallersteind] sl #AEAEREHEEF = POB—EAER—AETE T
X Al fHe] BERFELR ?%Eiiﬂﬂ lo= BT BMEREHBE 2 BhESEH 72
she] SR AEd FHIE POHe SO BERBREE dx SEd A BREY
Frree] £l RENE BELLSY 3344 #RE ks AR stodxn. BRE
W LWl A Rl At —E hOSEYE WA e A E
FARE ZIEHE Aoz os .t o Buk ol o] H 3 ER-: —FHe AMEEE
FHPIE vz FESE 9. REBEHRES BAMERR%(internal colonialism)z}:
‘“"77}74 At A Wifisk BN RAE PO BHwRA R T WEEY TEF

HRIRS HAGAGRE BB % .03 A FRE 25AA S fskz 4.

A7 A et dHA & H& EERS FRBEEN HAS F0A BIs A
S ek Aol HI¥ES BOASS BEER)Y da4or v Ay, F
RBERS HIMA Y EBEREIT AR Bl B Ml HheR By H
imol ek ol vt

olgld FAL, AL RMEM L HEgE S A2 M) 4k (Specialization)
b AR R EESEE vl Ao A REY ¥ ohvsl, BEWN ik @jtﬂ:‘“‘
24T+ dvtz fJnl AFARY BEESHRA S shhy skikelzt A4,

2. BERe| ME

EBERF L BRI ERBERE & AL THEd BREx BRY 333 42
A Aol getn A4s. 5, RERL BAERG el BEY AF & 55+
BiaRy, EY, BFYH BOE F3lRe ARsleay 2 Ax fuiiRe BREsA 5
I AR RS KEe Sgete Aolet. o9 Bt Frank: 2¥4d 74 &
BRI HER AXE Hel: i’dﬂé@l FANE st A HESE 2AE X5t

) ERR, [olvlear] HiRd EE] (A% &k, 1984), pp.274~275 A=,
AFH, [EstRed RBHER] (A< 44, 1980), pp.179~180 3=,

o BEBUAEE, BIBE, p.100. '

W WBIEWACLEE, TBEY AEEE] (A% ABRASSKRAEEE, 1081), p.238 2.
SRR, (SR Bk (A&: 24, 1981), pp.177~179.
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EEEH FERR MESHS 9

A9l dgelelw 48t glvb. Frank®: Bl o3 $29] it glrbd #siAY
EER AEML Aol ohiax R AU A7 Foslcls FA BEERES
FASAE e A& & F A0t FEA A BRELS v F RBE (undevelo-
ped) = jRREA ggdnl HE ARAAE U E EFER (underdeveloped)d A& ¢lgvtE A
ojef.? F (ERERY A9 LMEEALREY EoaAm GEDN BRE 24 919 BER

< W= (fall of nation)s}Al =z, KRS Fdlal velrt REEAEEES QBN 25
I BiRH) 4hacE sk MigEde] #Rs B (developed countries)z @ sb4e] dFE
Aeleh. sl &AY Bk EHERE AESHS] Al LB BAE 2149 s
et A 4 gl g, AL KEE KBRE AiFr] AEd ok ERe
A FEDHE Aeld

HBERS Wy /HEdA 58 HRE AL IfbRE S H3itAY ERRFRS &
SRS MRy BRI A 2 gd&d KA {HBEREES AEN BERAGA 23 305
= Aol

a7, e FE3HR Pt gv HBHL KK BERPOMN EEBY A4
Hell obd = fERMEET el el AV gk At

B mEEe] MERBEE, 539 XEY meRBEEL e By AAS MERLE
B s Jdstdt e 3, 238 BRAY = AL ERERY ERE 477 &%

BEE I Aolw. et EER 29 243 "oy WEMLY B AFE
A Aolek. wWEbA HEgES KM FEE RHEY FEEAAL S HAT Ed
(manifest destiny).o.2 F=3 Agxx =2 #HE BEERS S3A7A = 5, #H
Hamel gsbd B B B FHES BA, B, HE 5% mEACE BT

HEp(trickle down theory)el] 213}e] M-S TR Mo 2 FERASE Aok o
Al sk ARG B glolA =E ptge v #ERE L& AR BRI B 2
BREME Fs] golel sl o] BRI LAREA]eHE AolH

Deutsch®] fite&-5-2, Eisenstadts] HiGEEES] W {kik, Hoselitze} Parsonss] #3
W 42 (Pattern variables), Roustows] iQEBREE, o] W& o] s+ Organskid]
WL RN, MacCelland 39 R BjiEss, Almonde} coleman 223 Pyes] #E
TR T4 AARD EEERS BN ERMEY BEoE N T4 ElRE
& ggw FFa.

zely o d BBEIRES mELY BEN wol FEEkl A3 KBHRE 23d B
ARG Bhiel 848 A BEERE AR A By 298
Reldel = FAEst] Fow =g IR REe] Batolok 3 ¥ (archetype)e] LA H

2 g5 A, §8SE, p.170 F=E.
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10 JEMRBEFIRE BHE (B

JAE $2 2E BBEELEES 2 @ 98 $5% 2 JEY FRLY e e
Aot} - _

ERIES BRBRY BAS 95 E R BEE Bos i FAL o B
He s —Ed BRI BHES ok BET Aclzl: ol B KR BEX Y (uniliner
model)& efAe] A= iRl =estx, 2 Al B R fEMS 53-8 1y
T HEBRA £k s o] elAm grh® sl % - BERS B
Kol HrET BES B Pad, HEsEN 94 a2 dEd EERS BRE
42 FEAse 0¥ BIREY] L£EEAER BREC HA0 AW BRLE 8
gty A AeetAd EEEARY] AH & BREES A 15 2L FioD HAg
oha g ehe AL HEshT FAde. Gebd EEERS el uslE EEEAS
#O FEBREE S 959 HEER o vLrsld E3sdE Foloh.

WEBEHS) e e EREHRE S H3tR ERRFKNS HRY AEN Bl %
Wale Aom BEss AL Soae, iR EBRS osly Kilse] LERS B
BEe] REAEEE BHKFE 59 BENOD Yoo 223 doiAds) Eyels =
Foll EESHOERE S i & LEAAERCE 2 B ot Aotk o B9 @
BE Er TAHOR 4w LEES 16HIES EREEREEST 10MEe] FREHEE
ZE 3 B SERDESS MBLES 59 HREY SHE OE YRS BEEAR
EHEBHA BFAA FOEY BAERS BRS 9% HHE wEgod, 1 Ad: B
BEY) EBReR JehdoE Ao

oL EE RBERREN 9d LEEAERERE] o ol S vE3 EBEER
KEAY ZHMHE FAA EBEHIRS EEERS $IA7T 159 BAEEE B
ARHE Aolch webd BAEHRS HKS Ated bOEL BRI BERS K3
Beg 14 A =} st g Bheoh BesEgtE Aot HOEY BRI H
BEY EBREC BEHO D FRBANY A4oshe Aol

2, BEE WX K5 BEEEC] FOEA FAE 2802 dulsh EHikoe)]
4o wAgon, 5o WHY ASE TEUEY Holdel 4T ¢ AToos KB
BWHRFE) FAE EBRE HBEE AT oI KRS HWE + gA =k

= IR, WrIRE, pp.176~177.

* Lucian Pye, The Formation of New States, in lthiel de sola poll (ed.), Contemporary
political science, New York: McGraw-Hill Book Co. 1967, pp.199~200.

25 Andre Gunder Frank, Latin America: Underdevelopment or Revolution (New York and
London: Monthly Review Press, 1969), p.225.
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SRS R REEeE AFAA hLESS WAE EEAH EHMEE 5 Q9
o, 18C~19Ce] o] Bx} HpiEsk 0 WMEH EBHRE ABE o huEe) &
FEHS SRR it B EEH KBIEHE BEHR Ao, T REME:
ok HAKES AZE @ 4 AR 4947 HAE HEE 109 BERS =
ohA] BAE fESA H9T, 2 HR AR 245 HEHF SRECES Fa )
Az she o] Bul il - EEE B 5 NEe RBEHEE Ao t.®

B - R MBI HE A SEEAED 49 HEEHEEY AN =3 F
& guisich. Sunkele oude] {EBY EiNE BEES BHT KHN KREH SEE
gl o3 EBEEA ] FiFEAAre e 891527 Furtadok 254de] AgESe] HAE
i HERMEAS e Juk BRE B EBBEL AR A AR EEH DA
5 AR #AE0ST S5, 2 A BEE  HRELS B, RAREH THEL 2, 2
U3 SEELE HAE FEIT Qo ads] ASKS ABRIEY SRELE Y
B e A e B £ 4 gl

A, WHRES Fige] HEEAA ABstd SR Az Y. = BABBL LE
A7 Q8 FED F e BEHET SEELE d8 mHED e A ok
SERELE] Foite AEE LEEES I HWEAS T o 2 HFS Tt
ERBRY 446 THAT AN HEitst EAsE hOEd QoA Awd Aol
kst Faitsh 9k EHERE T A2 e AW dsAL gL KA
&8357] dEeldt. Bl F@italde A AL AL Lrlsehd] BEEE BhH
5 A #(oligopoly rent)E QA Hrt.

=g HBERFED Ik LEBELESY ALIE FEitrt 5k BEECA £
H3 god FEHEAA 47 HAY i BEist Sk PO R HILES A
ol TEHIt st ARENE 0] X Eqvie Aelvk.  dl:d] 1960~684 AL
o BEtRelA MAAT T 19%E BEoE KHARSE A4ER4 FHe Inz

o He

l1°|-l"
*

£, ﬁ—‘i] W& BEEY BRREN 855 Fih(Economic distortion)& EigAl
o= Aotk SEEAES 53 WARE ALEd BREARES 2T BEKeS
A Hz, ERERS AR EE 2 SAEAd HBMER 233 SRBECRL B

1

N

g

Ao
3z,

2,

26> Theotonio Dos Santos, ¢p. cif., p.232.
20 Osvoldo Sunkel, “National Development Policy and External Dependence in Latin Ame-

rica”, Journal of Development Studies,Vol.6. No.1 (October 1969).
2 Celso Furtado, “T'he Concept of External Dependence in the Study of Underdevelop-
ment” in Charles K. Wilber, (ed.), The Political Economy of Development and Underde-

velopment (New York: Random house, 1973), pp.120~127.
29 T H. Maran, “Multinational Corporations and Dependency”, International Organization

Vol.32, No.1 (Winter 1978), pp.79~100 3z,
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12 EMRBHEMIAER fRoCE (B118)

Rl A +EEAE EREEAAA Sy BRKHES HE#ES Fod Pﬂ Hebs Aolw.
97l HRENE] AEENE REYN BREHN HS BAGo 24 £%2 233
A S BAZ vk Lok . , ,

AA, SEE #EL BEEY gitE BisRe R #ih(political distortion) A1xlH= A,
F BEFR TR AT RN BERERE BHALTE FAo . vkl SEBEAE] F
o] Z&sI HhEY AEES Bh ) RS 6 Bhkze SERER A HEIE
ol i Bl EAERN HBBHE $E5] A8 BEEER SERELZES BB AR
the] &S T ¢ A deE BEEE BRAS A dEolgtE A

o] dlele £ NBEAEY FHENA Fliol %Bﬁﬂl’-i BES HERS BRTES
EiA = Al v, FEFRBIRES o[5S H5FI(fifth column) Ex= HHH
5 (comprador element of the national bourgeois)o ]fq—i LI RA A 2 S

2, SEEARK] FBiRd A e 9IS vz ges ARE & 9A
ah, 2Egk dgFge] HIR FHES BEE P s TAT R —Hihel L @EMN
olgta FA4Y & gvtm A4t SEECK] FHAY KEE sty 2 RES
FEHASL & 4Ads] HRT = go, g AREE L FAERY O &
o e EFGL 93T S 9. $E BAEHEEWS Bkl MEER o+t
= AL T3E + A selEE REMEC 23 BREY A4 AR BEiel x #iEn
Qd dFAA ZFlAl Fie] HE HEKE QL AT Hat g

4. IR ME

RBEARES ASEY EBE FE FOEAS) BMR #id sl &
el As A BRY —HE 2eln YA, 2¢ #BRECEYE ogA Held A
ok = RAEES BREE AL ZEME 47 B AME nelm vk 2EL
BB RELR A /X FRE #Rstz o

3], Prebisch, Pinto, Wionczek 5 RFEHEEESL A2 BHRRLEEIS) ERES
FH A BREEYE Ay AL AT HEN BEE 25 {5
St ok ftvtn FAFEL Yo SHY REBHES BRsx g2 9.

&7, Santos, Furtado, Sunkel, Gaultung, Cardoso 5 BEEHRZXSL LEELES
MRFES S $6e 2w, WA BARE R HBAk 5L LB BER
WEA o]LHL gotu HEHA BHTFRE 53 e Es o Tskw o

B35 Cardosok 28l obwle)7he] {5 B8R (Dependency and Development in

0 BERmEES, [BHRSEERGTE) (?1%: BR MR #1855, 1984), pp.200~201.
TR, BiI8E, pp.277~286 Fx.
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Latin America)dl A} me}da} oh2aeve) EFELEzEE BAMEAA A i
28 5 §A& 8 AEEEAS KEN == BEN AEE 2o8 317 #iEd o F
RigH-2xol5dlA] $My #F 3 REGESHS FEse g st AL o538t
=27 BRBS fMAE RN ARe] REERS] Eikots] 2AH ook gepPa F
FAdta glon, Furtadox REF-ExLE PHRAI AV EEEESE Axte] HLH i
BN BiE BRI LEYE BET + duw 23 g

A=}, Frank, Cockcraft, Johnson, Petras, Amin ¥ Z#F®HFEEL vl FHHY
R AA AEFRY AW EHE TRkE BEREREHS S ildEng BEo
FEEH B, o AL FEFE] RER F-E2xok R3] #tFe] Br&k= ook &
i ZEsta vt ol E ZEFHREFEL BAERNE 2 AAE FANHA o1 F st
o REFAIY EEHE WA= AL B 55 =F8: igEimm E£ad s75n
TN

Johnsonsh g fEdEE AREM == MERERNG B AT KEmke] MR
b #alok & HAMNS Bigelwr Aeu*® of W REN Fit 2#9 2RETE A
ftgrey slehel g =9 BTEY A2ES ek, Franks] 8w a2 438 AR
BL QA E4S WENS AT ek 23 g5 debA SR BRe] geA X
Bl HES 317 2obe BRRMERN AAE B Bed #Ale] & Foluz &
EHES JAALE Biets TREE] TREL A% BERES 998 5 vt 49
== RESeiok Aok gt |

PRl A #BEHRFEE) F35 e RGBS REE £Ageu, 974+ & 44
o] Wach., HhbEd 9§ BHREY KBS FELT AE BEERES] Fot= BN
FEule] fREHEY] FZel B 4= k. =T ZEN RBERKEY EaENEe] RE
oS £EE 5 ek Eakiclsld v BAEH HHE AT ZEsletelel &
#9 Biys 2 FELE ol &vhx dlzet. aelEzR o544 fEBER} vtEaxs
Y] AAE 4 & Lavt gt

V. #EBHY rlE23a—dEm2Ae]| Rf

WBERS Chilcoter} ST whek Zo] HAEHRMH B B ohiz} vtz sl BN
= 4% 55 2 Q& & 4 9P =3 B HEERFEC] AR BT

s B, Cardoso, Dependency and Development in Latin America, New Left Review, No.14

(July-August, 1972).
3 D,L. Johnson, The Chilean Road to Socialism, New York, Doubleday, 1973. p.33.
39 Ronald H. Chilcote, A Question of Dependency, Latin America Review, Vol.XIII, No.2,

1978, p.6.
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14 FHREEITAR RECE (FE11H)

stEas gk A2 e AFE vt 3ieh20 o Fe] EBRH tEIs—
#d 13 Bine 2FASHE vl 2 s BEist 9. 2 F8F AL AEH uw
A 2 BEHL L8 BEESWY B2 Bk g7 A& wtEax o) et
YA FAC gz, AR EBEBS THHeE BAEHS WHERE AYS AL
d @9 FHEERE WHAE HEHI9T 2E Aok

2 o] s} e B AEE ETIE o] F EHms HEAY = vde € 7R
EA A o] glt),

A, vtE2zsEER 859 BEfe fEER, MRS SENFR, RGeS TEEE
Tom BIE 4 e, o)Al vkz BWREREY H3 rtRasBERe fAl) R .
wehA EEBREEE o532 Jd RBHEHRA rlRasBRe AT dAdE A9 &
& %*4240:1 e H = god okHet. e, wtEasBEdA RSl £
FOEL e skxql, BREas st GE8xs g3, 2308 B Sl xo] Bk
£ ‘*048}-: AEgeh ol wld, fEBMEHRS HOMES HREHeRYE HEs ]
el stEazs g oS Bl ZxEH.

=4, WHEEHEY HERE B Bad 278 s Ax 94 fAA. EEY B
fhEg8% Hobsono] WEERMS & ol F2 WHERMS FBRS HBEEK ALY =
%o stz glov, ¥4 FHERRE BB EEd Y3 gt olsld RHEER
FKEL A E HHH T3 3 R TEE SddAA & 5 = AME FF
i glont, e el wEEEe wad BAEHEY BHBREE Tk d@Ed
RBERFE) rleaz—dAd 5 BEE 2 BHse AL FY + % g

A=, wt2axzdl dde T5Hor KRERS SEE, BRE A4std hERS 4F
o= FEEREMY EHT Aoz BUI oM, RBEERAIAL BEREKT AL &5
By, fefye® WSty F#E BReIH, = HBNeEE #B Srtels] Hid &
38l ZBEEEe] Ao n ferbd Aoz Asldet. oub, K3EE, AR B A
make] bR Adeht 28 2T #E AAT P 97 AEd £ HEE o
ofshe rtEzxfzed HELE BRT 5+ dh

vk, BID Amin, Petras, Frank & #BEAREL 8 fed a2 E80
¥ B ok YazoMh M@k EREEe] HANE Ad REE BRskA
RBERS 20 tRasERNe s HEAAG A SRz ﬁlﬂr Sl 2T P&

W oot2a 2o 23 4ol EE AYAARE ARE T Amine] J& FHAn Yoh. FLF
Aol gt o Foll A Aming %iaic} Adg TR FATY LA AdAel W vh2as
Fo9 A F o=t HYE “a‘?ﬂfl 7l & /‘J_ZH’_—TA At et & 8% Al
B urk Az AT o] o] B% YA TAAANL. 2o Aming] JTFE AFFAL
W5l ehgehE Ael4 4% Ta g,

€%4, AeE, pp.21~22 Fz,



femEm e EERA M RHLS 15

R FEERFES M dn B #AReldlx, EBES HEstE vk #E
FHEH FHkHRE o2 b (Paradigm)®®& ERA o A5tn Fgstgd o, F4
9} A= Baran, Sweezy &2 d].¢ mlE =32 F3HE(Neo-Marxist)E2] o3k ol HAE
M R oY 248 AEsha, el n FEM rlEasfo) Ey
FERESS AR st AAA RS e A" Fiked I REN HEs
RESE geh.50 o] 59 ofe} g AL 2719 HBERY TAYAE BaADS F
Ao, #EA FHE ATE AAE Axdw ¢

VI. #BEH HEXA

AFHAY EEE FAA AAz WA KB WA, R, EERY, leas—
A% WK S 2ol= oA EEER0] 4 9= ¥ A4 PEAE AEd nw
2} .

1. #EA% k2| Ri2

AA, RBERS ERY EBRHLEE STl oA 2EF(holism)®l BT
e FoA stz Qv ARl mike] AL FEe] A el WS —gts &
#Y B AY Ttk Aolvh. Webd ABMRL BT EREY HEMGE
Y 4 Q= BRtke] gotm now, Eikotd ¢ Q= BN B AA B
B RO K] WS- 3k BEER F@sthr syl |

A, HBEHS BEEEN Bada SR BE EBRRESS SR o
S} 2 B QoA S EAEME FEEM =k Bl H, MR Lok
BR BB BEEF LY ffge] ouddl Wl REMOE Fod B FSER ERG
BRE HEES k] g Ao 25w, o BEmes & 4 H3tR BER
= AHY BES B dotd wuk EREHRF LA A0 g A9 fEE o
wlEx MAAR A goh. HEShR ERE] EEEAERBEKA A HEH
Wt SRS BES WEQT Uiy, oF BRY BEMES HEL MR
BRHRES BAHRE, Habsy EES B REREY MES #E, Hogda 2o
MR BEEEC a4 A9 s 23T 5 gl

%) Paradigm-2 & FFS BEHSMELEE S, EEY ft@E% Thomas S. Kuhno] F£
ity shebclalelar g 2dA%E ofd REH BEES drse Aoz A8H7] Aatsgd.
ke, WAEd a4 BENY 2A4F T 4 JES 246 Fu FEE AAE FE 44
o HBRH B¢ i

3 Seml, [BEA g olvl &2 | (4% KR, 1982), pp.184~185. ,

o uess [HBER W BAREEEY #HENK) (A4 HFHMHHL, 1982),p.230.
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16 JMBRREPIRE RIUE (B1E

A, EBERFSL FLT HEE Aol RE%He] MSRY KBRS FLA
£ ZATEO = BHQT. ) o9 2o HEE EUERL iR HA: BB
WX AR BIEHEY Sl U AT UWA, SRS REER Sl U
48 ST P WEE Ukw 9o o A& HBEERREC MK EREEHE
BEE FERCST AT ANY, HIERY BERHELC REEERmSE Y
2 Reld 4 QA Heb.® o]¢} Pe WEE hLES HEEY HFEE Fol Aoz u
T WERS THWES B EERY EBRS RURA T BEsS EBRS BA
el BAE E9AT FERNd BAE VA S w.

2. kBEE Lo R2

A, RBERAA AEEE BT JEEBE S 2 BIRY B SREAS] KB
By WO MR WIIEHS 23 %stx 9ok, Bathsl Jamest 8BTSl 51614
o m3Ae] fmoleke M AR BEE Aol ok, KBS 8 WK
9= 2 BRW(body of theory)32) ole} Wi FHEIE TP FAITL FHaw
A =, RBERS RBES BBE TP BAELY BRLY A4S KB
LB BET S JE MEES ST oty ¥+ doh =3 Ee] 9% Bad
Nz EadOr she R BIOEA geld 7 SRt —HEw 94 8L B,
BS b3 REE g5t o 9A] WEAoE T AU AANAE A RHHET KK
d e FRE + 9oh BB Mool KA BESE Aol ohUsh i@, Hiaw
BEA 293 Ao Bohd B MEEE 2 WES U9 Tud 4 Aoz 4%
CES

A, HEERS BER) EMAY BAS FEABWEE TG WEMY &
o EE VBRG] S0E ALRS 3RS BR =i ERE 2 2347
SEREAT e 2 BEN QFA 2 o 4B SHEN 4A  HEEENE
o 9e B ohJe BREHY BEE A4 kEgd Gek R TE ERA B
He e AL 248 FUESE ¢ + ok o4 WUERS MHRY AAE
FE RBY WA= FANE BB WAL 2z BWEE Wskm S Bk oz,
2 AT EEREEY 5595 BREY S5 whHKes yhlEe el

U B s BRURTHE 2 URUE Hshyelw BMBEMNE uBe
g 4 utel gt

%8> Tony Smith, T'ke Underdevelopment of Development Literature: The Case of Dependency
Theory, World Politics, Vol.31, Jan., 1979.

3 C,R. Bath and D.D. James, Dependency Analysis of Latin America, Latin America
Research Review, Vol.6, No.3, 1967, pp.3~54 2.
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HBERS EERKD FESBA 17

AR, BEmo ERMS BAE MELEEG] ) dE MBS HIERG MR
w5l R 5 ek 19 MBI BAPA £ SRl EEEe AN, &
B A E SR Gl 04 S5 9T, L WHEMNAE ARIFAIAE KB
o ot A SEAAE ZEA ] FY 4= Yok A4 BEEE HH S5
2o B4 Al Yol HER KEFA B& + don of A T0ER 7Y 2o

&zt & 45 Fx g

3. WME Lo RE

A, WEERS BEEAER EHRFE hO% A TARME =X o5 BE
B3 S SAENE EAMLST AWWEY BAE RFEELR £x BERIGRE Shob
Qvh. zeld mOES FSEY U0k 2e4E BSEY EBEL Bty F3
o a2 olsh 2e F4E VR WS BEel REehE vag A ek Car-
dosovk Evans 2-& B BEREE FOES HRES $95 2245 HRKgelAE
X KBS MEkALs K #EE AL grh. Srymanskit FEES YhAe
2 bl 98 HEEE gor] kAR BT EA AdAY EHHRE FA I
Grt: WBERY EAGEE IASPIAE BB B BERERS ES RKHG
= fEY BE AR BEREL WMEA o SiAL WAL BET & RS A
ZPeh0 o] N EBERS BB ANE 2T EI EREE FRLFE
AL BBy MBI S, BeA HBEHS HMRY EBBA D HES H
R Aok fohs FAEEE] A3 e wA Aot | ‘

B, HBEHS A B WAL BREY VAKKCE 2: KEEHY REE
gealsta hLEe 2 E e SRS B WAL EEES FRo= MEwe. zau 4t
gkl = BIHSFIEHAY RBLRES B5el st A g5 A%l F2A HhEs
L oWE: BEEok s, Ml =W HAY EEKE] pEa Rl oJduA Zasty
o =z} dlvles] M ERoR BHD £ du. Feh4 AES HEe WAL 393
E HEERS QA4 naAe] Guned BE e Mg ’

A, HEEAHRE N RBERS 9F =0 e BEdA 2d4ge e
. EEEMRel B BEERC Y R KMLS BRLE 59 BEHS I B
Fozd BHEHERY BEE BRSE BERKIC. LEELY BEE A% 8 $o

4 Sanjai Lall, Is Dependence a Useful Concept in Analysing Underdevelopment? World
Dovelopment, Vol.3, Nov., 1975 &%, ' ' '

@ A, Szymanski, Dependence, Exploitation, and Ecomomic Growth, Journal of Political
and Military Sociology, No.4 (Spring, 1976), p.63.

 David Ray, The Dependency Model of Latin American Underdevelopment, Journal of
Inter American Studies and World Affairs, Vol.15, Feb., 1973, pp.4~20.
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18 KMREEITAR G5k CRIIE

ir Bk, B, 108, B 59 Fikel BERA w0 SR HHE Bl A
= 3}% 13 Aoz 5. ofd AEe o E’zﬂl‘ﬁ—"- ﬁ?\%ﬂf‘i oA FASHH o4
dholuh BRE TS vkel] Wk HBEA mefR 7}-‘4‘1 : - n e L S
it&ﬁﬁiﬁ AANE PR FAe 45T F gE aﬁl_ﬂil:-J E@%ﬂ- 4 23kt
o =l 7("155}—4 RBEES> BAER @Ei‘fﬁﬁ—% @ﬁ@éﬁ&ﬂﬂa B KRR
AEERER Te BFEGoR SRt T2 4 BAME AET RN BR
sERe] RZ w3 wp Aol

4. RS Wegel POE

RAEE A A BEREESD BRERWS 2EA 27 A%d BAst, 4%
LEREES ANE FOOE HAH HAE ). AlHBHES BEER BHEM) 4
BEARS BN EHHI0Y Bas shAdss BRE HEds BRY My BXE
& AAT Aoz A, EREH(Auarky)E 53 HHER] Witk FRew
ek 2oy olH T AMREEY RIE RS Oed 2o BEE AU 9L A
ok ek |

A, RBERFES RAERAA MEERD MRS Tk AT $5eu
REHA B flo] MEERBIENY Toye AR, Angottis] AAd gk
HBREEL EFERETE EBRY BRE 9% REL WRIRAE RBH A
% AERMRES BRI T MR K, EE BEBES REHES Ho)
oL RENYA RENA FHTL Qe Aok HBREEC HEEREHY 2
AL BHHA TR E AL 250 FaAste REE Bl BB s KEss
Ae] At

A, 3R RESRALR BERTSY BAE FL AHEEY BOES REYTE

AL 239 HEY ERBEL HET 2D ohieg = BGE BARAS HES B
A FE A% Bobd ¢ Ak, o] A& dite] £BHEY BHEEHRY MEKE L5z
HEEAY FIABNE B9 BE%E 248 29sd mERY HA) Bl =994
PIK BRE BRE ke gee A4, Chilest 7044 ) Allende BiEE 59 i@
EREHY ARE AxPort B KRem TR A4, WEEIAE mE HhE
# AR ¥9¢ B QEBEL 2Tehn dohe KA T KB FAE 2oL E
S ek B ohdT E ATREE EERE AN (34 o 8L KBRS AT

49 Gabriel Palma, Dependency: A Formal Theory of Underdez)elopment or a Methodology
Jor the Analysis Concrete Situations of Underdevelopment, World Development' 6, 1978,
Pp. 903~905.

*> Thomas Angotti, The Political Implications of Depeﬂdenc'y T heory, Latm Amencan
Perspectives Issues, 30 & 31, Vol.VIIL. Nos.3 & 4, (Summer . angl‘ Fall, 1981), pp. 127~130.
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HBER Y EER S MELHRA 19

= BRMGY 3 AT Q5. 5§, 280 MEARERGY HHE Axsz 9o
T AQL ieEs BREdd RELe] 98¢ KEa FE At o

ol 18984E7hA) ZsQlEol gl ot EEAY AR FISREE okl % 2saz
o BFANA el S0k 10025714 REETo) FolA H3lvh 1 F ok Wire
e ¥@ME A E9 LEEO I @l A0 Rgch welA LHHES T
et KEHEe n A REAEHE Add sl 2= 10534 74 269 EAGESS T4
2 BB EAEBES AARS. 2Hd 19507 19 Sl AT EMES ehEgE. Tl
9 AFL BOMRA e FEAER - Tavl B BRERS THEAES ANAE A
WEa tolEd g Fakk A@ER Bads JFR ot Akl delA: EHd K
e AR RBWEE BEADoEd BEBIE AMH Hdch. o2% fek%
) el &= T @ sl 2EDR o4 8ok

2 W, REEE Eed SUEE Hen £as BhY des ¥R 29 3
och. BEHEC R Bobdl, REGERI AEES Bolk T4 Aold: FEE RAL 47
Aok Aol FHS FlA BASGT. 229 A FHELY 9% EEEP == B
feioleh. AAHE 1% BIET. 280t o 1% BARA B AA SkE
50%7} S w, AfE 50%7F 4AbEch. elw Conquestzhe BiEe] Aol 9aia,
1930~ 404 AFoldl] A¥llE BIRE A4S 9T AEEAE SUstE 3ol Jolx
650858 Adrg 3475 Al

A ARL who} o] HBEAKES TIA HED BABS HetE Eve
=2u REEL o] AT olde] EEIGD. BRMLE TAA, ARER HH Rt
B B BOERROEA WEike BT 9o ¢ + gtk

VI #BERI BE

BE e itgdlAx BRe —@A AoldA HBER AT MECF Fobz Y2,
Q¥ KB4 EEAAE Bl AEFHx vt oot e AL $lustE el opHEst
Y WEEHEAY KBRS AR 90 Bk ol 1960FR BME R HER ERR
SN SR HWEE FESs MRS BEEERAA 2 FRE Retrde A4

o] ob b AAe k. zEv RBERSY WEBEE REds sds, I MRS
aule oF b BEASNAAE e St dFh o % 46ud Si5 2

A, 28 EEM, ki Eel ) AR Bkl 2hEl oble st Apote TR
L Ae T 4 9. g opEsE 3 REEES AL dgs Al Eitid
2 %%@014 FEERSS] A A fEEskyel BEN 5 —RERS A Rillstz TE
wlak Fo 2 BASE FRSTH o Reld $sivh. 2els] wFel, =l ofulle] 71
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20 FMRBEITAR HE FEIUE)

o elAE HEER] AAW TAZA HEE 4 + gglont, eitehe] Wi Bk
& AY hac), EEReD ¥ o, £EE Sutkd BEE XA Hgd AL &
W) Mmnchs MR BEdE BB L - HEE REL 24 S89cw 3 4
o, | |

B, HEBHS T AARL T, FRERS EAERN SHEBE AL
24 EE BREXHY $A PNdosy EHES £B) FLAs Ao,

2}, HRHET] WEF vhel QEE 1960~834E7FR] R AHIKS] £ GNP
K] WHEARC] 3.6%, =Hel obelelsl 4.6%, oF=®7} 3.1%, BAELEETER 2.8
%, BEE 7.0%Y BERRES 7Estn Yo, 282 Rt ddAE 196249 5,400
Bdpoll Al 198349 241382 oF 446w FUHE 2ok A 1048 Fok HRY REE
TG 18.7%8) RERE AEWW Kt SeluE: 30.5%9 REAS ndZz gl
o oldq FEAA ¢ 4 g Ao, SelvEh REEESH BARC A KD
RES BE, HEML KES 2494 AL BHT + A 5, RBERFEY o]
U Alske] $Eveke) ASelA 2 Webtn dohets AEE 4% & 9o

ZoR BT 4 Ak AL, BEY SUvhe KNS HHT QoA EERES A
L5, 5o vhEaeded Bude] B Hmd WHRHE AL WASA got: 4
oleh. FERMClHE MU MBE EEeA Grvtn ShuivkE, vhzas ke AEER
Mol FEEETI S AHa BAEAS TTANL JE Aln RERRREY B
o) HEE FEYT BRMRC] o1 & gk
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The Main Point of Dependency Theory and the Criticism
about Its Points at Issue

Yang-Hyuk Kim
Dept. of Liberal Arts »
Kwangju Health Junior College

> Abstract <

As the dependency theorists approach the history and the actuality of their own
nations through the subjective vision, the dependency theory is the self authority
cited one which they think of the growth issue of their nations and definite the
theory about it.

The point of an argument of the dependency theory is the one which the advocator
for a modernization are finding the cause of underdevelopment of the third world in
the inherent factor of it, while the dependency theorists are finding it from the
external one.

The main stream theory insisting the western development theory insist the spread
theory which they think to be able to modernize by the co-operation and the favor of
the first world because the development of the third world is limited. But the depen-
dency theorists insist that the Westernization of the third world make the dependence
be deepen and emphasize that the spread theory is no more than a kind of an imperi-
alism ideology supporting the economic order of an international capitalism. That is,
the dependency theorists think the economic order of an internal capitalism to be at
issue and like the socialistic system and they bring to a focus to an expansional
attribute of capitalism and to the structural anyalysis of the society comforted by
Marx’s basic thoughts and the theory of imperialism. |

The real precision or the conceptional clarity was ommitted to the various theories
which the dependency theorists had analyzed and explained But it is undeniable that
a few of the next points were much distributed to the development of the social-
science.

The first is the point which the dependency theory made an offer the self authority

cited sight being analysis a social phenomenon from a chief objective standpoint.
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The second is the point that took a serious view of the outward factor about the
underdevelopment in the third world which the advocator for spread in the first world
neglected, and that came to light that the factor acted mutually with being in har-
mony with the inner factor structurally.

The third point is that the dependency theory asumed an escape from the depen-
dency as the precondition of the third world development without the uniliner model
in groping an alternative development of the third world, and that asumed the
development plan being coincidence to the unique route of the third world.

When we think of a special circumstance in our devided Korea in spite of an
dependency’s dedication to a social-science, we must consider seriously about being
acceptance of it. Because there included Marx-Leninite meaning to its notion of the
radicalists, and insisted a radical means like a revolution of force as the method for
an escape from the dependency, so it is anxious to be greatly abused in our society
to accept it blindly or to discuss it uncritically.

Korea, our nation is the country which has grown rapidly as being assigned to the
international capitalism-economic system on the contrary the insist that the third
world is underdeveloped and is subordinate in relation with capitalistic center nation.

Therefore we get a conclusion that we must approach the dependency theory from

a self authority cited.
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