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D A7, ARA. 2015, “AHE]A Hal7galol nigde] 229 AdfEdre nAe gl gk A
AT, ALBAE, AAELS TR, M=, A53A Al43, 271-298.
2) Najam, Adil. 2000. “The Four—C's of Third Sector-Government Relations: Cooperation, Confrontation,

Complementarity, and Co-optation” Nonprofit Management and Leadership, vol. 10, no. 4, 375-
396.

3) 2R 2023, AW {FREE 39T BB A 297, 'NGOA+, A8 AllF, 1-37.

4) Ly, Jiahuan and Jianzhi Zhao. 2018. “How does government funding affect nonprofits' program
spending? Evidence from international development organizations”, Public Administration and
Development, vol. 39, no. 2, 69-77.

5) Luksetich, William. 2008. “Government Funding and Nonprofit Organizations”, Nonprofit and
Voluntary Sector Quarterly, vol. 37, no. 3, 434-442.
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6) Carey, Gemma. and Darshini R. Ayton. 2013. “Partnerships between Not—for—profit Organisations
and Health Promotion: Exploring critical issues through an organisational typology”, Third Sector
Review;, vol. 19, no. 1, 27-49.

7) Verbruggen, Sandra, Johan Christiaens, and Koen Milis. 2011. “Can Resource Dependence and
Coercive Isomorphism Explain Nonprofit Organizations’ Compliance With Reporting Standards?”,
Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector Quarterly, vol. 40, no. 1, 5-32.

- 170 -



A% 029 NGOS| 94 85 AL EE NGOSH 225 ofrl el he] it (473

. A BEFo| NGO u|A= 9%

l‘l

ThF ol B F9 A A NGOE thes & 4% A752 F3 4% A
4 e|£E7k NGOS| deo] )R oa o A 5 ok 53] vhee] BES BAR
ATEE AR AT NGO H94e 7= 9 ol Iureel 4TS shord
SV weh oyl shEelA AR waael NGOS 444 S94, 24 Zxel wa
NGOS| Aol F= 3| o3 2z} dsien,

1. 3 220t NGO2| MM E2Uy

ARRRE ABE e Ao NGO A $5 SHgoli} 45 ulg S nAs

c% o
TS Aol mEW FREHE AGA Ads ‘?:L‘—E A 3
| Stthe A3E Bel vp JIek®) o] NGO7F AF-25H A=
7 ARQel]l thate] HjwAQl HAE]E W7] oAl AEe] A5 AAbekaLl gith
9] 75070 NGOZ oz 3 AEzAlIAE Seake] 70%7F AR-28e A4
S o AE A s sV oR oAS U= Aol AE =4tk 'Hekd
1, 90%7F el R 9dS AEAom 1 Ay Adae] A fdel v
AABIL YAk o F A AR ATl gt ELTt =SFE US At e
AEFs HeloH, T SHARES NGO Ao z7] Ade] wAstar HH-=25H
A A (gag) S Fatal Sitkar WEITEY) o]e} e ASex] NGOES Hak A+
7h AAA R 8T Qe wobl ARt Fakal vz AR 39§ E]Oi, &=
Hom ARo| sir|dst & fgo] wASHA Hr} olejdk AR 71‘_31};9: 052
AdF9] tigl=7F 23 (proxy-state organization)©|2fal E|H, o5 HZ 0 ZE= A

Pl thell B2 Aol A4 s Basta gk v= HgE A dolEE
245 44 B50] frojvlel
Eg:‘

5
ShH XA o=

H

l:kl

=N
L

i

8) Chaves, Mark, Laura Stephens and Joseph Galaskiewicz. 2004. “Does government funding suppress
nonprofits’ political activity?”, American Sociological Review, vol. 69, no. 2, 292-316.

9) Hamilton, Clive and Sarah Maddison. 2007. “Non-governmental organisations” in Hamilton and
Maddison Eds. Siencing dissent: how the Australian government is controlling public opinion and
stifling debate, Crows Nest, NSW: Allen & Unwin, 78-100.
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10) Carey, Gemma. and Darshini R. Ayton. 2013. “Partnerships between Not—for—profit Organisations
and Health Promotion: Exploring critical issues through an organisational typology”, Third Sector
Review;, vol. 19, no. 1, 27-49.

11) Gray, Anthony. 2013. “Government funding of non-governmental organisations and the implied
freedom of political communication: The constitutionality of gag clauses”, Australian journal of
Political Science, vol. 48, no. 4, 456-469.

12) Casey, John. and Bronwen Dalton. 2006. “The Best of Times, the Worst of Times: Community—
Sector Advocacy in the Age of ‘Compacts™, Australian Journal of Political Science, vol. 41, no. 1,
23-38.
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13) Bennett, R. and Sharmila Savani. 2011. “Surviving mission drift: how charities can turn dependence
on government contract funding to their own advantage”, Nonprofit Management and Leadership,
vol. 22, no. 2, 217-231.

14) Bennett, R. and Sharmila Savani. 2011. “Surviving mission drift: how charities can turn dependence
on government contract funding to their own advantage”, Nonprofit Management and Leadership,
vol. 22, no. 2, 217-231.

15) Carey, Gemma. and Annette Braunack—Mayer. 2009. “Exploring the effects of government funding
on community—based organizations: ‘top—down’ or ‘bottom-up’ approaches to health promotion?”,
Global Health Promotion, vol. 16, no. 3, 45-52.

16) Spooner, Catherine and Ann Dadich. 2010. “Issues for sustainability of non—government organisations
in the alcohol and other drugs sector”, Drug and Alcohol Review, vol. 29, no. 1, 47-52.
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17) Lu, Jiahuan. 2015. “Which Nonprofit Gets More Government Funding? Nonprofits' organizational
attributes and their receipts of government funding”, Nonmprofit Management and Leadership, vol.
25, no. 3, 297-312.

18) Rawsthorne, Margot. 2005. “Community development activities in the context of contracting’,
Australian Journal of Social Issues, vol. 40, no. 2, 227-240.
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19) Kim, Mirae and Gregg Van Ryzin. 2013. “Impact of Government Funding on Donations to Arts
Organizations: A Survey Experiment”, Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector Quarterly, vol. 43, no. 5,
910-925.

20) Brooks, Arthur C. 2000. “Public Subsidies and Charitable Giving: Crowding out, Crowding in, or
Both?”, Journal of Policy Analysis and Management, vol. 19, no. 3, 451-464.

21) Brooks, Arthur C. 2000. “Public Subsidies and Charitable Giving: Crowding out, Crowding in, or
Both?”, Journal of Policy Analysis and Management, vol. 19, no. 3, 451-464.

22) Borgonovi, Francesca. 2006. “Do Public Grants to American Theatres Crowd—out Private Donations?”,
Public Choice, vol. 126, no 3, 429-451.
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23) Kearns, Kevin, David Bell, Bobbi Deem, and Lydia McShane. 2012. “How Nonprofit Leaders
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[ Abstract )

Government Funding and NGO Independence
. A Comparative Study of Korean Development NGOs and Oxfam America

Kim, JunHyup

This study examines the relationship between government funding and the independence
of non-governmental organizations (NGOs) in the field of international development
cooperation. Focusing on Korea, it analyzes why development NGOs have become
structurally dependent on official development assistance (ODA) and how such dependence
affects their strategic autonomy and decision-making processes. Drawing on the literature
on NGO independence and state—civil society relations, the study combines secondary
financial data analysis with a qualitative comparative approach. Oxfam America, which
has consistently refused government funding, is examined as a comparative case to explore
how independent fundraising strategies shape organizational governance and political
autonomy. The findings suggest that while government funding contributes to the expansion
and professionalization of NGOs, it may simultaneously constrain their independence,
particularly in politically sensitive policy areas. By highlighting this dual effect, the study
offers policy and practical implications for strengthening the autonomy and sustainability

of Korean development NGOs within a changing international aid environment.

Key Words : Government Funding, NGO Independence, International Development

Cooperation, Civil Society Governance, Oxfam America
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