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AT T, i

ATFSP] AR o] Mz M HoR ol A 4, 2004)

A8 (transition economics) E= A3L AA T A3 0] AA S 2 (post-socialist system
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1930 ) o2o] kgt B 2047104 g 2 AAleh AHee] AA Sl LR ARl

* @ =m0 Eansl A7) et (2006-2032-0)0] 2J) ALE RS,
% A @ Es WAL, FhshaL ofshel x2jsk}

sk 2 sk AP el 2|2 WS 2w

ol
A7}t
2o
A AR AEF e AT HRG A R0 ROl B YHARE, 2001 A



£ 2 sl 0 20 A, 5 28 4
sj70) B e el A B A -
M 2SS AY Il QJck(Smith, 1998: 27-31).
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Atk & FUAA= AR A A A A (social
reproduction)Vo] H¥rAel 2 ASIE= HjA okl
& 4= 9lckDunford, 1988: 11), YHb¥ o2 AL3|E
O] AA| ol S1HA ARl AFElRY
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0|22k AMmITIgtof et ZHOIBH H2 25

sust QAL g AsiEEA RS A=Y 2
o] Yel}7|= gtch(Smith, 1998: 31-35; Lee and
Lee, 2002),
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S A A= Y24 (path-dependence)S © 2}
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7+ =X 1l 71—‘:‘30] 24, 2%, gdEe A=
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7k 4872 A 3] Ak BAlel 2] A)
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AT Al Mo 7P BHOR ol 4
QltHSmith, 1998: 4-9), A AGuIFFo] AHH
Bae Y FPRE 2ATE 23 o8
(modernization theory)#} AHE.Z=0] &2 9] 23} 314 of]
Q014 A A market primacy)& 745t A
7\}0 014 Al ZH(neoliberal perspectives)Z 3E3Fs
= TAA o]f(ransition) I O]THSmith, 1998
) T3} o] 22 FAE Y AR AT AL
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ARG o] obrd FAIE AR 2 A AFH A
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bang) 58] A7 AAlold BHANE o
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R AEEE PR PR M
! /\]xk 7]‘— S 9] uJ x%ﬂ/\] ]% ?j_lo] Tﬁa}r,}
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o Agh, & AAA 7 AR A S| gt 4
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(simplistic ideology)o|H AAZ dojufa gl A
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= A et ‘ALA HeF Agof w=d, g
Appie] AR e A ARBIEAT ATFES
A o B3t chret aoleha olafat 4 o)
o oo vtz HAlz EAshs Ak Hot A
A Argald 4= e HH oIt Smith and
Pickles, 1998: 2).

iﬂxﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ EH?‘T} ‘ﬂ%ﬁ A e oA

2001: 294-295). AF71A] 2] iﬂ
wm JMOM o] Foi x| £k

g0 l L}E}”ﬂ 01316& A= AAA
& S B Wit Al S 15 (IMF)
o} A|A &2 (World Bank)o|eh= BFrilE $42
2 AYgEH 29 "HA" 3§ (Washington
Consensus) 2] AZY0] T o o]Fo| #Ho
7 Q) AR|9-Z=o) A wEAAEF o] I oA] I
2 cHSmith, 2002a; 25, 2004), wabs] z] 9
HAS B3 QA4 G Aozt yA
ol AAIHERS ool 4> glom X9 A4S
3t A Y 9 Az FL32o] g_;ih:}
ERF AAIR Aol gt A&A Ak He
A S ke o] 23kt O‘OW gte
U ek, 2 A Hehe] A - B A
AA 2 J—P‘é 01]*1 Uehths a4 $458 9
s7] a4 st E40) 24 e e
£ R0 oY 51, sheal 303 oy

=

El-(Smlth, 1998: 27—28),

0|22k AMmITIgtof et ZHOIEN B2 27

2) =7+ AE|Felet AEEZof MA|Q] ALElA 2HA|

BAAA Zpolof whepa] FZAQ1 AFS] A A
(social relations):= APHA 0 2 Yel}A Hf, A2
2o AEjEle 2uHoR BeTt o] % 7
SHolA A& 4 thDunford, 1991 52-53;
Smith, 1998: 10-11), %7, AHE20] A= A3t
& APolA Bufsly] ffeiA AHibeke A
AR Al (system of commodity production) ©]t}, o]
o} #ste] nf=IAAQ007: 43)= TAEE 13,9
Ao A oyt Zo] Wik v ok, &, AEF9
2] AAYeFA o] AJulfsh= AFElY] F= %%4 =iy
Aoz e, 7719 A2 oleigt 2o 712
FHE epdt, 2uE 9809 A4 AEY &
MogrE AlARith 5d] AEFoA A A
AAlA BAA AAAEE ALe] A AL of whetA
o]FojA|= Ao] ofyil A2l HAIA A=
O] GAAH L FHA o] FofRith= Fo] st
a77] wfFoll FEAAS AFEA F<l(social
Aol Al o] Fo A= AEY] wEhtA
£ FaA AREA (ex pos) 0.2 o] Fo A THDunford,
1991: 53; Smith, 1998: 11).

A, A0 Al AR A A
23} 3|, AieF A (wage-labour relations) 3
283 (property relations)ol| whehA] 23 4=
Atk dieFdAE 2dolE7kE0] M Fast Al
=2 &g (institutional forms)= 7FF511 Q= HE
o]7]%= slthLee, 2001: 39-40), AREF=] AH|A| s}l
A A Ao 2 BejElol 9] HE
o aUglol A 1EE ARlol7) Bt
olo] W mAtoR QRe W) A% fuld 7}
A2 WS Bl AFS BRI 2ulE 9
AR o2 A T)5eA Hel, LEAS] AHE Al
AR} BRSPS Hef, E3t AR e
A QeERAL S0 A5 wHRds) el
o Al - 37 thFdE AYaL 7] whiel Fa%t
A di/dol Hh

AR AAl A= AR A
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A7} oleh 2 AEIA AR FAE AL o,
B AR RE T g BB Zoje 2z}
¥ HE(nationalized sectors)d} <=7} 3§ 4l g3
8] A(state administration and collective services)
o T2 Fifo] glom HYeFaA Fi(non-
wage relations)oll+= A AL LA E HE(self-
employed and petty commodity sectors)Z} o]A] 9]
T eE T 2o ZpkA B R (voluntary sectors)©]
W71 sk, AR AAoll A= AFRlA TA 7+
Z3ol webA Al - FH S AYe ohRt
AR 0)71 A8t glchDunford, 19900 304 %+
z).

SHE, =7F AR Al A= A2l A] AR A
4 FAAA HAEFdEH daBA
(decommodified wage relations) @} F|gH& AR
H] A| A& AF&E W 8 (non-market exchange of
collective property) TA|7} S-Al5HA Yetvh= A
AL & 4 ATHCETH 1) 72). AT AA
£ oA " A2 AA Y EA FEE viEtET] Al
23 22 19709 ], ZFA 20| 27FE0] ARl
o AAE AGsPHA LERETHChavance, 2002:
267). ol AFElEL AA 819 desuAIE 54
o] 2AFAE =4, =5 o7t 22 FAA
Z)3} A= o] Yepd B4 e 2fa g3

=7} AR50 Al SIADAAAA = 574
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N A2 ARHA o] A FaEo] §lgloem, =7}
ogto] g oo @ g RHZSY,
2004: 23). o]e} 22 ARFAAA shofl M= Aol
APl A AEA weke] 2] gkom, s ZA|1A 9
A7 o] ALY v FoiA AP A (ex ante) 0=
o] Zo] A tkSmith, 1998: 11; Dunford, 1991: 53), &
gt 2= Ago] eEg o Q7] "ol =7t ARl
O AA| stellAe A 22; BA| 2 A FA 2L
ol A A Tl =4 vElhg gt
gtk 53], SYAY AAAA == Ll 9
gt Ao ek, T Aol FA o] 917] wlEel A4k
FF Aol A Bzt 7|e/d ko] 53] A
£33 FAAR AAlAL F7ke 4 Qi g &
A oM AFAEA 7IsgAlo] Hiet 2
& FA ¢4, 2o Aufd Aeole AES
71R A1 HAAAE o]FolH=d, ol A%
oAlA AA S I3t APA Q] l=go] o] o
A WA E, 2003: 47),
ole} HEo] =7} ARRF=9 AAlolle ‘AR lAHA]
9K(soft budget constraint) ©] $-A|5}A Yeldt) o
e AbA RS AR]F=0] AA| o ARt ILR-5HA] UER
© AARE o A|uE, 53] ARSI A Aol A
AUz ou|7F AHFI5, 2004: 26; L, 2001:
9-10). o]+ ¥ Kornai(Kornai et al,, 2003: 1095)
7F RH3 ARl HEE Ao AHE AFSla=0] =71e] 7
AYLNE Ash7] flelA =9l ol=A, AbelE
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o AAlA AR vt 2 AdE 2
A 4 AL e WA Ao R it
A 22 744 JMEEE Fojsial 97| wE
of ol&gA= shA 3 vlEeA 71dEY A
2945 7hREE o Qv Ul dAdliAl e
olFEAE 3 R FY7IAE A AGEA B
2 ko =9 7
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(sectoral reallocation
RO A& 2SI AHoHA o2 ARRS
o 37te] AN AAA PgAe TUmd 4 ot
(Dewatripoint et al,, 2000: 143—145),

ozt A oflAtAoF wiZoll AHE]|F9] w7l A=
ARG 2, e B FERA A
Bz ZA 7} 4A5HA Eck(Smith and Swain,
1998: 35), Kornaix 0| ‘HZ7A|(shortage
economy) 921 FAG=H), 1ol 2T o= B
/ol AAY mE FHollA] WAL, oefFo]A
U A 0.2 whAlsHE o] oheh A% WAl
1 &7t AsiA AARs Fofste AEY A
A e A4 gere ulAe, GAHo] ofvjzt
gy A o 2 dhlshE ARt A olsh A FRE
Rsje] #715o) Hhe oleid BEAl sEe
ohar =3t vl Qleh(%15-4, 2004: 28-30).

3) SZHEM| MEe| HiFHE

AF7HA] Adget N AAAAE P8k Qe
A 9 EYEL FAA Aol ¥
stal Qlek, wEaAR0] P2 A}
o] oA F7t A (space economy)s= AHE] A A
1 243 = v o]tk (Dunford,
1988: 11), 574 ZAA A2 TAS WL 9= A A
TAES A wekat 37Hy wgo A F7178A
Sol| theFstAl BAHAITE, AFSH AlEo] A7 W
2 A¥ths A2 A9 AHEA A S0l A9
AR BAE] G T Gtk A R
e WES onlat, AS|A TA
Wk AWt A2 ALEE BAE0
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4l 54 territoriality)ol] 7]9hS = 14
Tl e ©Ju]RttHSmith, 1998: 27-28),

FRAA oA & o, S8 A Mgk Ak
g (the forces of production)d} AJAFIA|(the
relations of production) 7+e] BFHZ a0l
2t 2 4= 9ltkDunford, 1990 %), AJEF0]9)
TRAAA NN Hehte A3 f71e=A] A A
33| 7Pk AR =7t e AA| Hekshe B
MEA e seichelat 719 A=A & 719 2
& glo] Ao ® dojubA Hth

Ty FEAY] AR A ollA ket
Bz 8 o= AET} A2 A (capital-capital
relations), ZH23} =77} BA|(capital-state relations),
A2} =5 A (capital-labour relations)gh= A
2] gol| et Aot A=Y maE %

of

Ehd

P

W 222 o £, AR ZAALS I
R BIES DR EU LR
AP, AU B7HA WS sk S

0] of| A WA W(relational networks) .2 A &=
SHE Fejolw, kA ofnjo A gk w7ke] M A
L o]F= ‘A4 (mode of regulation) o]t}
Smith(1998: 20)= o5 YA Y EYA A=
oo ‘ftlgt WlAYZ A A (system of
normalizing mechanism) & W2} v} ¢t}

A= HARE] o] AR 2 FAAA S |
Bo] dojub, oot wAgh AH3]A TA 2 wiFo]
T dojual, o] ¥slel= AR A= AAA
oA AT} 71ds St 2o HAE Y] |
o}, o Uolrha g w7ke] AR GAE sk 9l
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oje] =05 EHE & |, YA A A%
IoA b 3778A Agke] 248 245t
7] A= AA ol A E 719S =
Qs TR IAYES EAT ZaUt 9SS
4 olt}. o]2 9Jal] the 3goelAE 2Hol 2o oA}
A Ay FQNES AR TGS S A
ARg S Astoll loja 2Eol&3 Htol
AYIL Q)= o] 24 Aol thsto] =2Jakarat gict,

ﬂﬁii

3, BB AAABIY 20|12

1) ZEo|2e] oAl YT Fold
2ol ARl AL ot A
A wete 79kl ol vk Aol At o)
(reproduction theory) T} AlTLAZE0] 7 A|8H2] A
2 ‘¥ o] 2(general equilibrium theory) & H]
et A AR o]Zolth(ofutth ZA L, 1995;
Boyer, 2002)7, 19704} z}izq a0 ©]7)71 &
A W, 27 A o 2S vz V)0 T2
se 94 A2z 9i7le] Yz vAYES 4
sl Ameid 4 Itk ol dialel 2@ ol
theories of disequilibrium), &7] #|¢1=39] rd
(post-Keynesian models), 12|31 T}QFet L4 ¥
51} A3 o] Z(theories of structural change)E3}
2 ferd o] AAEcHDunford, 1990:
297). SEARE o] 23k thekd WhHEEnkA AAet A
e oAl ZobA, vle-gulEe] Wy 24
o] 20| 575t = 3ItHDunford, 1990: 297-298).
Y e-5HE| 0= -2 tha A7} 2folE
Holt}, W] e—wHEFoAE-2 At v ik A
7He] B A Lol 1970t AE0]9] 917
£ £A51HA o] d AR H(ZEFY)S A2 7]
2 WA A=A - AR R 7HY] 280] Yo
LAl 87 Eﬂ—rc’ﬂ Skl E}T— S e Gl
A 2005). 2HARE 22520 W o] tigl ofof 22

71e-3A #2thd techno-economic paradigm)
2 thitd] 7]e4 Qelo 23E & WHoEA AL
2 A (social relations)$} AAH HAUESS FAl
s 2o|2al B Az Aolr} 2}
(Dunford, 1990: 298-300; Smith, 1998: 10),

2olgollA] 2 & vizasFol) A )
W sk A FHolE So) gt
S Ad oA AslEAY Hato] Az A4
WA WS BEelE AT Aslras
St ABA 720 BAEA] thet BHS T
)= fdolckBoyer, 2002 1), o|2fat 272] 7]
Qo= 7= ol20) BHS THE 23
39] Boccara7} L0 2 AME5HS
BoccaraZ} A|A|SE ‘ZA(regulation) 7§
Bernis7} A5} Hopld AFHOR A4S
Tt shuto A AEF ] 24
(adjustment mechanism) & ¢I7-8HHA 2} o]
AAE 7-3A = Ak Dunford, 1990 300-301
Jessop, 1990)°,

1970t} Aglietta(1979/2000)= 39 =525 vlg
o2 E7RE TR 2R v AHA
Theory of Capitalist Regulation: The US
Experience); o A A& A (the commodity
relation)@} U+ A (the wage relation)@} 2+ =}
wol Ajsle] 2R ABEAS HATORA 2
Hol2 /fd &2 A3} st tHDunford, 1990:
301), 58] 1 0]24 YZEL B2 0] AT
<19 4 A4S Ao, oish e 29
2 A4 WA 488 0
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AL, 2EAMNEE BAA SHT A AR
AJoFAlmodel of societalisation, Vergesellschaftungs-
modell) & EZgst= JNH 2 A F THessop,
1990; Dunford, 1990: 303). o]7]A] ‘Ab3|2/dFA)
ojgt A=A o2 u7fE Aol FAFE(an ensemble
of institutionally mediated practices)2A4], A*]|4 -
ol ok B 1A AU ARPASS
A 0 FTAIS, Aol A HTE 7h0) )
A e 59 2ge 338 grels A
& = Qlth(Dunford, 1990: 303; Jessop, 1990).

oje} T 2HOIEE Al - ¥ teldE AY
+ ARIAAA s Asl] e S2A
Aregime of accumulation) &} ‘ZA %A (mode of
regulation)” 53 72 FHE =9 wAHE
(intermediate concepts)S LA A AUTHDunford,
1990: 303; Smith, 1998: 13) ({28 2) 3=x).

SRR A Feo] iy 2Eshe Ak
3} 4n] 7k £ HEHarticulation)o]2tal A <]
% 9lckiee, 2001: 41), ThA] SrababE, AbslE A
Of AAA Fufet AAA Fufo] Fej=A Yz
o] 712 WsHFEoARE Y] i, Rt Ak 5
7kl Eup)e} 2E an| 29| MIKdaes Ak} o
E ARIAEY anlat, AR 4] §) Aol &
et 230A & An|RtehE] 24, 1996: 33).

ZHo|E7HEE YAA A A (extensive
regime of accumulation)’ &} ‘W32 =234
(intensive regime of accumulation) 2k= & 7}A]
o ZHAAE 24 vk glch(Dunford, 1990:
300; Smith, 1998: 13; Lee, 2001: 41-42), Aglietta
(1979/2000)0] W=, A% ZAA| A= FAZY
A Fol webA] AREFE 1522 TA)o] S
ste AAE ufeitt, & A3 FAAA st A
AE7HEE AYAIEe] S, 714 7R = ST,
A AFAA Y o R A=Y HdA
QFoA7HA & sk, Badnle Z1ASE £
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Theorizing the Transfor mation of Space Economy:
Regulationist Per spectives on the Post-Socialist System Transfor mation

Boo-heon Kim* - Sung-Cheol Lee**

Abstract : Regulation theories has paid little attention to spatial regulation processes, while it has
focused on economic and social regulation processes. More specifically, there have been little
researches on regulationist approach to the transformation of the post-socialist system in the
context of the space economy. Therefore, the article has attempted to conceptualize the
transformation of space economy under the post-socialist system in the light of regulation theories.
The space economy could be regarded as the foundation of the reproduction of social relations.
Thus, the transformation of post-socialist system has led to the fundamental changes in enterprise
and industrial networks as well as social relations in spatial contexts. In this perspective, the
research has attempted to identify ‘the mode of enterprise regulation’ regarded as a codified firm
networks by investigating intra-, inter- and extra-firm relations associated with the transformation of
post-socialist system. Also, it has intended to suggest three types of the space economy - (1) dis-
embedded economies based on the isolated networks and dissolution of pre-existing networks, (2)
embedded economies based on the interaction of institutions and restructuring of networks, and (3)
over-embedded economies based on the insulated institutions and endurance of pre-existing
networks - in accordance with the governance, institution and networks in the post-socialist system.

Keywords : transformation, post-socialist system transformation, regulation theory, social relations,
mode of enterprise regulation, governance
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