ITECFE 20 H LY =2 A (2017 4F)

4. IEEER—BOREE L 2D~ A b

4—1 BER~DOHE

4—1—4 BORYA 7 NVOEBME

Oiiax & (agenda setting) — B, FIRREM, ~ A X T 4 THDA 7 4 —~< VIRBUR
LI K-> TH oM+ EEHE, AEBFSE THME)

Q@BURNL% (policy making) — BUE EATBHRERIICIZITM A S CT& -

QBURRE (policy decision) — il FIREHENR 2 A9 DHEBINEA - Hik - IE
@BURENM (policy implementation) —1TBUBI DM eI, ITFAPE UG Ik D% ek
OBURFM (policy evaluation) —#EHEXE~DT 4 — KXy 7

4—2 EERT

4—2—1 R BRESRME—BORXHG & R 2 BRI EA
OEBREIARE A RH O LB — B 2 b - -5 &%

ORRF R & ATEKYE - @ PR —HEITEA~OFEE ; AIEKYE - FEXO 2L —(FEEBEIR
ONOHERLDOZEE) — N 1T OFRRR - MBI RR O 2 8) — mln b

OFFHAIGOMESFE R — PR ATE, FEEITEL, EFRITEL, BRETATEL - PEFEMITIL
ORGSR LH), BRIE—H&E LB

4—2—2 RIBERH
(1) AL~
FBIROFRIEN Y E K o
A & BORRIRTE
KRS OEZEM:  cof Stone cf. FKEM (80)
N2 g 7
BRI S D5
ek, AR=i (accidents) 72L& AR INTW=bDE NLPIFERTH D & FMERT
52 OBEEM of R
(2) #fk - th=zL-L
RREFWZ D DG —HER ST XE 0 HE —fF : BEEER — EiE T or BRHE
RS & EER  of Dunn
3 A D [
Well structured problems
Moderately structured problems
Il-structured problems that involve many different decision makers and conflict
among competing goals
Successful problem structuring requires that analysts obtain creative solutions for
ambiguous and ill-defined problems
Problem search — discovery of the many problem representations of multiple policy
stakeholders - facing metaproblem
Problem definition — moving from metaproblem to substantive problem
Bl . AR —ERERE S 2 WITERBES R
MEERDO 7 L—I 0 720540 « BEE-FREREZKD U of. A ZBOR
Hb 5 SO B — P B SR R )~ i 4 ME TR )
185758 HE T RRLT — TR0 ffe P R R 20~ e B RS R
LRT for B or £ H-5< 0 (khEnd&de) cf. kM (83)
EIEP or A/ DR ORE @S
Soft OR— MBI EL AETVE of. Y7 b« V2T A X515 (ki 76)
RIRERRE H AR KR ERRETH D &0 9 75k
FRx I AT — 7 AR — 03 i A REERR S — RO ARG M0 S 7k



M (L TR

WH~ YT T )T == RNEBREICA A a— 2T, Fx DBV HE
SEOREBREEZ Ry b =7 X R—FRCBES B> TR XS

HBARE ORI~ v T H I, AT D (T2 LA 7 o AT A AT 43 i)

4—2—3 #HE TV ¥) RESnEX

(0) R
BIROARME—FE, a0 RE (Kt 51)
INRT V2 BEBRT Y 2% (B 53)
A, BEOEE (BKEth 58-59) of. ES Ok EEME—ANRELA (L)

(1) ~AAT 0 7 OEE (FEH 429-432)

HEAS - 25538 1 D OB E I K & 2% E|
AR ERRSI O - B 7 T T HIE. BB~ DILERTE

(2) FEPTEMET) — R E D R

KT R TRABZEDOIEREME S]] — 1960 FARD K B B ERT-E — & rlc TRARILER) (12
KB U7=hy (EH 431)

(3) T4 v a—~DIEEDHEE] (issues attention cycle) by # 7 X

MEEIZ K > THA 7 VORI R 2 — 61« REME - RO — v, ZIZREICfaE, D
BOEH, a X NIEAEFT B, BREXRICEE T 2 BEOFE

(4) #igm : ATBHREOITE = — A=k ~0tx# L fil4 (F)2 283~)
ITHREE OIS
T =—X AT E =R O BUNTEY — BRI X O RS TRELBEELZDBD
ITBURE O EME & REE — 2 F ek, MHAICFELTWDZ EHE0n
ITEFREORIE of FEIMN I ESFMUITEENT

OfgE - HENC X 2 PR

@Bhk - IR X 2 BIR TR

O EREIC kAR5

B B O ERKHEIC B9 2 S e D S &

FHMEETE - OFRFERAE, @RI, QWAL

4—3 BORRETvt=R
4—3—1 AADBEIRIREDET IV
(1) PHEKRIEET IV
YA E  HxKREET /L (maximizing model)
Uy R7 e b REMREETT /L (synoptic model)
cf B FHZh A8 (cost-effectiveness analysis) . 2 H#EIE /04T (cost-benefit analysis)
Uy R7a L X800 ANFOFEFEEICIRSR, AR - #HESFROEHRITE L < RER,
THEHINERIZIIIFR] « 9700 - @0 a A b — AT EACRIBEE - ks 5 2 & A AlRE
(2) BREET I/ (satisfying model) —[REMESENE by A1 E>
cf. =F 4 —=  REELEETET /L (mixed scanning model) —# 1D KZRBIRIC
DONWTHFEDOEH WIS RONTE OB ZROME 2oz L, 2D
MOBREIIA 7 ) A H ) ALT
(3) £ 7 A% 1Y XA (incrementalism) by U > R7 o A
Wy, IR, WA EE
Branch method (successive limited comparison) v.s. root method (rational
comprehensive method) (“Science of Muddling Through”, p. 81)
Values problems is always a problem of adjustment at a margin (p. 82)

4—3—2 M- HSoBRREDET L
(1) FEfk - #E=NOBORIER TR L — BN DOBERREET /L & Rk
(2) fHAEMFHHE (mutual adjustment) —FHABERIILT L HMLER2N



by Lindblom cf. 70— (Flak. W51, S5, #81F, BE

Means —ends relationship is possible only to the extent that values are agreed upon, are

reconcilable and are stable at the margin (“Science of Muddling Through”, p. 83)

The incremental pattern of policy-making fits with the multiple pressures pattern (p.

86)

Bl : R TOENEMLT 7 7T LDA~DEE —RSTRIEIEE (RFEESEDHIE) . U T 17

g (ki) (p. 84)

(3) IIFET NV by v—F —HlikA L S AT BERLF & U C AR — IR dih 4 A

FRE OB RED 4 SORl&x Oy - B, ERE, SNE, RS

Cf. BR»#&+E7 /v (Kingdom)

OREDWEIL, Q@BERIVEZE. @BURIZRTEN

Cf. BURNPMIEAZRT — A X BUR DAL & & B

Bl - NIAZIE (BRI IRIE L) 5 B (BRE PR b — = L F — 2 k)
(4) 7IVV v

3ET I

HBHEFATREET V— b (1)

k7 7 2T —AREEETRE . FEINTBOR L S— MY =2 X D)8
BURFNBURE 7 /L — 280 BAMRE T O8ERE L 72 BRIT 51 & O TR S T2 pEY)

BUMATEY O FER ORISR EE & ATENR I 7 VA D B 2 IS B — BUR OIS & BURR E e (R3]

J5)

B VIEIZED [F 2= "D I AR & I A VEEZ B b L7z TR
WG B— iR > T k22 X 3 A )V HL O 5% |

Bl 7 AV KD g EEEH] LEnz B L T2 — 3 500 ~ A /L TOEEH
HROFXE |

(5) TEEIEAM

3T KRS, [—r=2r) TR
MARERE ] BT 7 L— 7 0Hh ) FHEE
(6) IRty NU—27 LBALD A=A b of. BEEGNE:-avr70eTrayd oy

(DRhodes

5 DDHAT DRy FU—2 (HEHIRY U= INDIRReNRry U —7)

Policy communities: ex. education

Professional networks: ex. NHS, The water service
Intergovernmental networks: ex. topocratic membership
Producer networks: ex. economic interests

Issue network:

‘Environmental change’ — The environment is not given and it is both constituted and
constitutive and the analysis of the ‘appreciative system’ of actors is central to
understanding this interactive process

@Paul Sabatier “The advocacy coalition framework”

B 45 BEIA]

Major socio-economic change

Changes in public opinion

Changes in the systemic governing coalition

Policy decisions and impacts from other subsystems

Actors can be aggregated into a number of ‘advocacy coalitions,” each composed actors
from various governmental and private organizations and engages into ton-trivial
degree of coordinated activity over time

157K % — deep core and policy core

Deep core beliefs are resistant to change
Policy core beliefs are somewhat less rigidly held — most involve empirical elements
which may change over a period of time with gradual accumulation of evidence



Coalition is held by agreement over policy beliefs which will remain stable over period of
a decade or more - Only solid empirical evidence is likely to lead to changes
@ BORV AT L) D6 ODOENMDATN=AL—HER (=21 REBREOREELORA
< AT RERE >
BURY AT A BURDWRE « U B E 5.2 5, B2 REROHAERO VAT L=2%
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ABBRS AT b BURY AT WA E T2 2 L 2B L CBERES 2 b7c b
AT =K A
AZBOR - EBOBER 2T, 20H 0 FEHET HEUR
BRI A T3 = XD 6 D DFER >
DEFHIZEA : BEFEOBR S 27 L O TEREZENITMIG L TBUR DMk - UEER X &
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2V AT DEAC: A BBORY AT DISBR Y AT KNI O & 0T 5 2 & &l L CBUR
bl b,
DA ZBR : AFBORY AT LOERD, EHEA ZBRZE LT, BOREHZRT,
DHCER BERV AT LOEERPE D AXBIRE M L, BUREH 2R 25,
BT AT Ll b DBUR Y AT AN A ZBIRY AT LMD BIR Y AT LA BEIAALTH
R Ao &7,
6)RFENE R DOBR S AT DMIBITHHOEENRMET L2 L TR ELTAFE
R AT LOENBEL, ZNPMUOBER Y AT AR HBORHEH O & 1T 5,
<Ff >
DH ST 53HE
BUORS AT 5 E L TOBIFHIBIFRICH T D A X BURY A7 & (HBIOBFFIZKRE L TiE A
H oo AZBRV AT L) L LTCOMGHIEUEEDORE]  of A X BURRIF « B vs 734
)T EHTAR S T BUR HT
HAZICL AR A
B H Gk Yy N T — IV BEEIZ L 20 AT Ll
TU—I U7 AR EBEQBERGETH Y . 2O L O REGRIREDN WD A XTI HBYD
FETHLINERET D, AZBOROBEEREH
)it~ D&t
MHbEE = E LT &Rl > A7 5O ERENE & 5 ARG > A7
LOBbEERLT D E L HIT, VAT AR L2 ST TV U AT A
DrT7rvvary-~xU AL M cf Voss, etc.
Ny T XD ERNAT 7O
=y FIZEBIT DR
7 L= U7 LA O EENE
—EDELRE T ORI - f]lr
LR OKHJEBR)
Co-evolution ¢ i FEM: — ‘/X?Aﬁ&%fﬁ
Cf. EHL v HEMEIC BT 2 s E B Rm AL
KR ELTOET AT A (/ZTATK L7zHidf) ——=xu¥—, B, EREEX
AKX A Y U —7 (transition arena) D EEE

4 —3— 3 BORRESRFE-BERIBRIZH T 2 BOR AT
(0) #MMELEIHT  of. FKEML (135~)
BN R & MR
LIRS
JRPEE T — ANREFEME DY BV BREEAE DO EAL ORI KT T EDOMER)
(1) PPBS GGHEI7'm 7' F A FH U AT L) —1 IRSTHIFHT O [ #
JE7 : OR (operations research) — S F/EHD S FLHIPLE D= O DR, i BEIL K
JEBH : A7 A58 (systems analysis)
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