YA = 38(2) 2000. 12

A2 Beloh BHDA o3 At
- A ERe Y3EPT PR e FHoE -

x 3 F
< B x>
.M B . Hes male Mol ofst
1. 3425 B7l28o) B}
R V.2 B
e %

F32Ae) A7 AAALAs) YYS US| A% B Frhe AEA
Ae Frlske Wolel wash 230 gag. E APdNE FI2HYNY A
a4, 4% 33 29l AL 2 47a3 B G849 Fue FHAA
NaRAGtRYe BAT BHGT o1ed FIANF2 IURE AR
Aed Belsh ol ARAoR Y] A% ALY 9T Bt A%
A ASAQ FB2A YA AQet, A&H A9EF =4S FyAH,
2 A%E AEUE YREPFRE %A dAAFAYAN AFREES ¢
& Qest S $849 FuPAE Egad,

I.A &

N7 Az E NGAGZAY AAEE Foln ASHA AR+
g grs] Yated 2AUF] AL S ASH o =¥ IR =
3l Aol 7l1gdel AegATeloltt. a2V 2F e AAHIYRE 3 =HL
et A9z oA Bt ol oldle FTFRE 2T BFHoE 87y

* qgmetn BRosy s ,
= o] dpE Aguistn dehEAslFel A Yo ot o] FolW Roltk.
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o 7t FAojth

ARGz AN A4Y FEE fstd Q] TEHT e A= AHH &
g7t oA FTHE MR GFEA S ALl 23 FoAE dFS
WA LA 249 ENE IUsely] Aste 92 == &85 DA ]
231 gtk 23y FFFES dFA g AGH01Y, 3 R 9o 28E
olg o 2 AVt s Aoz vehtn ok wEA 8 detd 33
2E 23 5599 AL Aoz A3 AFHE o]Fojd & ¢
=5 37 e AGHNYR dFrde] 9ot 5 SHEHY 9itE
oA &4st & Uz F A=y st o] HAA ot

o] d7e A AEFAYMAE FA FFAFY AL 23] A3t
LANAL A=A o AAzMe 27 Hilo A&E ALt
FAE 7R dertE wela, 4 AAxHY JAFEE S & 5 3=
g A7) st FYsie ARG Ao JPAITo dta] o] FoiA
Aol @ "ol & FHEACl g 71dEoke] wEe AYsiae W A7

E4g £ Yot

I. A%2H24 FHEge A

1. HYMSNTA W2y ofEle Hilmyel £X

AAzA Y shte] F32Fol FYF AFE FHDAIZE BHAA Brtst
7l A BA MEFAE "rlehr) ddtd €451 e Fa AP 2
e 534S HEY £ davt dn. del 2851 e NEF A Hrey
< SAYA YRy, RFET Yriny, v 5F HriRy, oA Hm
¥ 2 3R YRy St

1) SNEY g2y

5 23 & BHEdla RE ZYEL 239 AFE A3 Ud. YL
ZAFo| Fod YFZ AAE7] A3 FHde FEE (wols)olth, 1222
AYEL BF olg BAdor & A1A BX FL7AA HAERES T}
A3 k. FAFsle] ZASAIH 7YY (goal attainment evaluation model) & v} 2
Aol AFstan e A7IAYN A3 FEr|HQ ERES AYE A

3L
[

>

LR
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IAY 2R E Hrksted 23S € H/tRHo|th

ZAGAEe T kA 1A FALAE BRSNS A FAFYY
AH4 (assessment) 0| T} (Vedung, 1997: 37-38). ZH 249 Z3ol loiM &<
AR Ao YA} x2ay FES IR gert s Aotk a8z A
Aget A ol 1 AFSo|l Taad osiN FEE Aoy st Ao
o a2sez FHHMEAE RS Wi & =S FgErh

2AgAd g Brhdae () Z2ade EXE2 o¥&n, Q) 289
AA ovE HEY g 15N $HEAE 4, () 4349 EHES
Z@7bed ZREZ AgI ) 23 2 of dAe dAs 1 2239
o] AHddl AaAd EHEE dvhd 24 Est e FEE EAsz, ()
zzado] EAGANE FAsHErt Ee A ertE #FEH. o &
AgAe] g Hrie) Yty Bxe zeadel AR BEE DANAEIE

Zohe 7148 244 FE (technical analytic discourse) & 8ot Aol & +
it} (Fisher, 1995: 18-19), 2GR/ JYH dedd F8 Y=
Lii=8

2) Reun HIIIRY

AYZAGYYrIRE Y] AHFY e aze] A JPAH 2HEAR
RaE 3253 859 (sideeffect) B HrHkA] Rche Aolth 12u H2e A
o AYARZ Y& FFEH FA2SHGH S AHSAY B 2 ¥FE
A7 JF AX 2R M2 AR - BAZAES oP|ste AFE At

Aol REANE Grishr) Yelre FYo] S ste FE AAE W
A Aostedo} gt olm) FE EFHE FAY A=Ayt 2R =T B
99 e 442 g (substantive impacts) o]t} ool HlEA FFEAE A
o] Azate] A B oo eBAYY wre] ol

el Je Ao 8 de oA HYE A ee FEY Y (beneficial
main effects) 3 4241291 Z @< 3 (derimental main effects) 22 F+EE 4 911,
By e R4ad 94 ode sixee FEFHe &34 Frade
FEE F Utk drA 44 a9 P YAt $A L FA¥gE
A, A HE A e ARE LI

EHREL 0]dg M ee AN T 43¢ £4d BF 13HEH, 23R
2, 3EY Seg FEY FE Yz, AFPAL By FPERAR FEY 5
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= len, AWAEe Adst A A% Fo2 FEY £ Utk

Frivte Y Q48 BFEAS 433A X9 RrEdE 7Y S+ 3
o aER odo] He ¥FEA, F FHHA FFAHG &3AY FFE
%, & FEAHA FFEAE 1Yste] FLEAFHE FESE FFAHE d4Hn
TBAY FEd, d44dn #EAA FeaR, A XY IFHA &1,
a3 skl R $AAQ AR FEY & 3tk Z2aPe] A ER
g #dd Pl FHGAolge 71 st FAL Frisjol AAA, ¥
FEAE daiMe A7) ©e 71EEE 433t A7) odtd Brlsloltct
£ Aol EHolg

3) vIEH 2y

SRSt Yol BREES HriRY e 25 FAARNH AN 47 B
A3 #dste] Frigted E3o] Atk SHGAHIRYAMNE FHo) EF
2 33 Je BAYY U A48 BHd v|Fo] Ao AAE Hrletn, B
FRAAGARGAME B9 B AAEH AAE ofF HFE JFo 93
o gt

olo BlajA HIEA HIIRFME Yol JPAFA vdehd ¢S FHAEH
F oA AT EAIY W Aol e vre Jgoju e A T+
oA ¢n A Reir} BEold RE EE #EFTE a1 o] HiIRF
Me 99 4Fgg Fo] gAoR stu e d3ddd WIS siA edn
g Ao EARoly Tz oy EXe} AAANA Hrlste Ae] oz, TRaY
o o] 1 FFE L WAIEY Y= (need) o] AAGE Aok 3t AG &
A A Frhgdrhe o] Aot} (Scriven, 1981: 180),

4) DAUXEH HItRE

Gol M A E FAYRFEEL FAAPAScIY T2 aPAAE] Y92
dte FEE AEdted FHE E ABCAY. ol%e dxFoz uARFHA
BARY L BAY 7 dAY HrES 249 B, Jd, A, =
223 FHAEY U= (needs)ol F1a dhe Folth. nAXFA Hrte] &
AL Z2age] A #UAL &% Ee JHES BFATER] RS 9
W&l e Ro|th(Vedung, 1997: 66).

AR g PPAHE Jlolmdte BHA Jlzxeold, 49 Y=

(needs) & FFA1712 AL AAAFH B9 obed] TFHES MHde 714
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71329 8249 37l H1 o} (Osborne and Gaebler, 1993: 166-194)

A GFH FrlRGo| QFIA 8 RS FTFFEAMY Mu| 2 FHEG AlF
Ao AMu]zAFe] ] Y3ttt n 3t FAH oge] dFaA Hed old
EQE § AN gHol&e nAALH Hrte 7|2E AT Fa e
d, a2gjn e i@ ARl gd s PPo] AFste AMH2 Lol G AE
of B vl g B4 E A Fo2H AR IFH Hrvt Erlels G
T A & 1 °RE E 4 Utk

A GAR Hrle] FQ olfpE TRIOYPE] BB AL Muja gy A
&g w2 gz Folo] #E Tz AwlA| o] #E olfF, TEaY
5% 19 A3, MH 29 o] &7ted, Mulze A 9 Mu)xA 3
T Tt @ nAAEA Hridgel He L EAAEE, stx A
71 - M3 - FE FF 2e FAAY, TUHE, EUAMA, o™l BE, 89
4 &% ZolnAe] Fojrt W o] G5AQ Foke] FFAMu| At A
o] £4olt},

5) OlsHRtAIX}t =¥

o) & #A) A} 2.8 (the stakeholder model) &) FH WHrlgdels T AAS
ZAY T2 ot JEE B AFEEY BN ofES Hkde
Aot} o] AL FAYAYHIIEE Y FFAF FURY R Fo] v HFE F
EES ¥7He] 71E2 2 AHEste Ade 2. oldBAARE L 28]y 1A
A A PR o st a2y o He XA HriREol 3 Jd
o s e 0Yd By 24 2 HEHA ol BAARFNAE o
HAAE 71N thFFd A8 JEY o 2HE #HEde Aot

olsi@AA e 7128 E Wrte ZrIYE d=e A, AYPste A € 2
3] Adte] gt #AHE AV IS Te Fo FJEES A e A
o 28 AlFEY, Hrie b T2adE AdE Yo, o IS JEd

fr e

AR L TN Juet a9n T2ods pad AL, 298
A, 0B, A T2ade YAk B4, APARe T2ad A

9, Tzagel Auls BIRAEFH st T2aYde APdn AL
s A%a, Tzade BARw, Tzads JduAs el g 2
A Ren e ARES A¥adY, WE2e Zzade gethe 243 93
@ 49719, Zzads A0S AW AUAE, ANLERYR ge 2
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e B 7 A3Y AiRleiv AdE, 28xn ¥HE AFde d7Ad
FREL o) AAANEL WF $Hite B$E Yri(Gubaand Leneoln, 1989)

d9 oA AEe] AEH YA geAe 289 BAMY o|fES 4
W3 At} (Guba and Leneoln, 1989: 50). 3714 AL olg| @A AE 2] oY}
BAHAY o) BAAEC] FRAZE AMEHEOITL

ol AAR HrtRFAM F2 AHgdte ARFHEES AAA Aol
i BE, AR, d3ld i3 Jle T olAAAAEH F3AEA GHaRA
2 ARAA ol BANEC] AT e BA, oldBA, TR Bg &
Ml i A §& FRAHoR, a1 ARA ot £ side Aol
£40l ¢,

6) A #Ht=y

£33 71 2Y (comprehensive evaluation model) & FAF EHEA R o
H7tEge &9 FHAT ZAAF A ZAX Hrrt o] RojAel gk Lol
HelE 53 glch webA o] RN E HAd U Hrtd HHE AT of
Yz A9 7183 JAARAAE LA 7] e} (Vedung, 1995).

o] Bgoe A Ae FH W I AAE oy} HR A
PA EAgte 20% AAUEY YN E FFE For, FAL A (deliv-
ery) 8171 o}A 9] HF S ot gl HEHNAY, & JYAA ) Y E JFE T
Do AR £ 34 2% oucom) T B} ARSI T & AT A

AEF P solgdn APt

SR T3 HEREY F83% AojF e Az} = A
St AA o] EF dAET vusted 93 Fed ¥EHA Fae FAHET o}
Yet 718, o 2% 2 JIgASES gdste 2ANAE Yot 2 e
o stk

Roger Kaufman F-o] AAIZ (B DI} 2 F3A H7in¥e 284 g
A =% %ﬁ%‘ﬂiaﬂ 54E & vl Fa o

(E DolA BEW, Rt F88 Al @A 7oA 7lgdt fdo] 717
o e ada 7lgc A st #dg, AT o &S gger Uy
o} A3 A,

ZEH7tAA FiAe] A WA AA e e AT AAR ol 5T A, B4
4L duA7le slolth, aBR AN HriAle g5 A2 E

5.1
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B D SHEREe Y22

oM (F) A (Z2ado] Adsn JPH 7] o W73

14 (description) :

* o= (FAsE EAS vgAd '3

*EE (o] AN B A Add diE Ay, FEe 2
& 71%)

g

*Z1EH Y J122 AHE8 v EY dHw37)

TR, #F % 71EY 8 aRy)

CRPAA: [Z2aYe] HIYHE 73]

~N

)

7]
4 =Z(1ge z2a9)
* @ (zaadel A4 YT AY)
e
e M Y N2E AMEE v el W)

BOIE, B3 L 713 vaas)

oATRGA: [Z2aYel AEH Fe 7|7tozA UREe AAREC] 3 He
7134

~N

1

‘oz (zradel ong ke d3dE AT
*aE(zraYel JAd Fo} AA Ao faM FHE A8)
o
*lEMmme] N2 AL e W)
Tad(elx, ¥ 3 7|2 vaaby)

A4&: Roger Kaufman and Susan Thomas, Evaluation without Fear (New York: New Viewpoints,
1980), p. 125.

7 olge] AAel HAZASE 71EAT. & ARAD AT BeA o)
PABA S0 PASHAEI 222 AAR Folo] Yogsk? BeeAdl of
HHE 198 FRdee] Wen AA2 298 ASS A, SRz
ARDANAE 28 93} AAL olFold Y& vinarh FHAl
el A 7] AEde ARe AzAE) AT FAS € o 10z 35
97l Zeade gEd adE $4ERErl aeln A e 93
9 ABT YA G s R Folth(Vedung, 1997: 63-64), 7|4 $2l& &
REo] FIBEE +AS] AP 2RO AERE B 4 AUk
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34 Hringe BIEFAL oA BIV|ER Bddolge WS AR
TFEI 7 BEV)EL vme 7122 AEE ARE e F 3530
oe] g 2 FFTd] gaA AdHeb 2Rade aRds AP
o] 9l & AMEQ A RFo BluHe/P ZROPL I QLY FF

HFojA geEert? 22ayde 1 e g oW 7)Eel HFo Frtd el
ofe] HlalA deke ok, A, JAH9 HyPIE ol dAR o[FolA AnE
Hlashe ARkl Fhgeld,

A BAREE FATE BT ofd, BRdee Ay % PY
Aol dA2 UMD A, 8% % 2UE] dete 7FsES FAS e
ool e AP gL T2aWL AEsle A FAA AIFEY gxﬂ
o omet & HYPHHAM dAR dojkd *V‘E | thsted e A
Agsl Foh. £F FHH B AGE Fote F8599 R ﬂd

& %Ede 543E 7

m\o
o\:\.

2. ZNsMe| N&4, MUSHITO] N ANUSY ¢ YUYE #

do| 7|Zo0l ofgt Hrt

BRG] Wiy e Hrpdae mrajel FREE Hdsin, o FHE
oatel TzaPe] HAPAAr} AFE BFHES o FAry 2= e
AL #rhte AAES YA R ¥Fetn v a3y ety Frleg sl
H & ZALGYYEE Wrlete AAE BAHoR 2deta A dua #A4g
T H)EA P28 A9 el A Ao PYriRPEL 2AGH g3
Byr1g SAHoR ¥Fstn Yot

Fran grrede disix 299 33A 9 R il 43E A
AEAgyge] ARS FHAG dstert ste A YrrFesA Ao 53
Ao 7 AEE Hridtn & & Ao aAX A griRgohy ol a
AR Bty PZA) PAYNA 0|5 mAoY ojsjBARE] AV
ste o|fES AT WAES FHAHEH YHH AR nHsr] f g uA
oluf el BAARES YEE FHAIIL JEAE HIIe 2N A Ro] F8ta
Qe BHZH ARE Hridtin Rolop & Aolv}. FIHA HhEYL @ 2E
o volzbd gAY g4S Frhg Lol HAE Bt o]Fo Ae 7t
Ao HE, & BHEHE Aade o dAd AN S
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NdZ o] HrlRPEL o)} 2o ¥IFA HRF S AYstae EHEH S
Fridte AE BAAcE #93A 4n Ut gAY FALAHLYE F7}
gt ltke F8HES /AR Stk 23U ol AE B HrtRFP S o
slo] o]Ro] A& AHHo|} ZuYo] Hri= & HES AH, I HES ZZ
agEe] MMM FFRF0| FF3te X Aot AA FALFE9
2P EE FHrlekA Zata ok

g

o] 47y g HHE ¢ A A GE 2Fo] LMoz >
de 59 g4 goleta, galo] AFHoR ofFof A £ gIEF FFX
3 FALEY FIAQA dUAG =& e LT F Qe WAUSS
2 AgsAe Rotn gtk olE @ 29Eed /HHee ddez EHY A
yrtel Bgge] AA=Me FezAe FHGAY Toste AAE SR
Zota e ¥ ok, ALAA 4ASH s NE ol g YHEA
2HE F3EE £ gle JAHEE AFHA Xsta e dHedx 2 4]
A

MEAQ ARG S TEH FrtegY ol dAA HARE S At
e T JAEAAAA HHEE B8E 5EE JAEHBE A TR R}
o ok ol AAA B R &7 Frle ol BAAEC] FAA et 7}
A &3 Evd diF PRE AFHFoEM, 283 FTHH YR
g Brte B, AE R A2 7 dACM Z2ade) ok, HAE o]Fo
@2 g dHuiast s 2 J1EES AAE o4 HIHEE 92
HEAM AR F e JAHEE AFPd. 3y olHE FIPEER
AR 2A Y 28] £5tn e AF7H 239 479 FHCHAT 2& A=H
Exel gAd dreiyg 7lddsta Ao g Aade JRE AN FAe
Zata leke Aeld 2 €89 f84 A7 i s

0. A2 selsh 2RS40 I8 F7t
AR BARs o] o Hotel @A AP mANE AFE vist 2

of AEHQ AABACHEL FRYT FRBFH o) B HAE A%A
2 4 3lE AAYEeE Aeax Ratn Utk wepd B e qun 4
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#Hy7te] BAE AP R, olojr] TEIIXY AZE 3 Hest o]¥A A
A #ele dA= JerteE AN E "art Ao TG Fze sl
A wele] AAA di@d olaiz} o]Fe A o HAZM FFEA9 /A
ZzE Fo8 ¥ 5 UEF e FAFEHDH AT Hrre] Y59 JAE
Ao oM 84S 248 F gl AANE vlEE £ U Aotk

1. MotElet HeeiRel HAl

Y7L = BT @ A s Yo BEAP S Hrteted 2H S
Fed vsA 7139 AnErte od & FF2FY AwnAQ] JF43e] A
o JdFrde dF S Hrleted 2HE o webd A grle 23 ¥
g JF(mission), ZZo] Fzxstmat Fojg st HeA 54, Y3 A
o] g A7} (oucome) B 7HAZEIt st A& FHstm AMYsted B3 o
k=3

71949 S 7t Z o] L 7R BRI M Fad PR sy
2 9¥382 g £3 vt 2o} (Drucker, 1997: 34-37),

71N Fate 7Ide dEold vI]do] AN FEAS 2] At 7hA ok
& YA Folr}, =2 AEHE B FAVYEL IHIFE 25 B
&7 o Wi ES Ngstn ik dAgFe 27 o] Ad /e dRelr] 9
7o 7194 e 2Ynit 49 Fe] tagn 2ot a2y BE 7923
o] FBHOR JtAol & st A4 To] o o|AL Filoth, o7
Ao disiA ohad 2L AEES d o2 719 d4g%s A&Hern
BAAY F lch(Drucker, 1997: 34-37), & @& Al FoA o o] FE
AaAelderh? AFAA A FoAM +8 A A gk Herl? 89
Aoe BEE 3912 derl? a9 s AR dey dXsta e
7V $ele) A#sh 9 AR A el Agsterl? $ele Aoe 47 AE
TFE Bt 2t 43S AE HalEe] AA7sAol M = AF
o] 71817} 748 B EobdlA o|FolH ey FEle FE Fa3 A V3 E
doht 2R 47 A9 7188 gobAlA R W EA7L oA A4 G
SHAE V13E WY g2A7Y St A3 AEZA AR gD
71 agln HAE deh) Bod oz AEE AHEIP olgd AEEL WAt
E 71980 189 HAGHS &Aooy HHAI I A8 NS AL 4
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A dxe EECY HAe2ESh

ZRRBIME ojd g 2z o] T/ F2E FUs & 5 W] AsA
siald o] Fagd o|Ao] uty Aoty FFZAEC| ofd A =

& ALARor Fsin] 3 & o HF9 Ayde LI/ dd. <@
oulo| A gEAT g Hrle TEEEAM 27HE Aol A&HZ o

o 4 & JEg AxFez AYAde vAYFel & + Urh

2. 3F7Hxe| &zt M2y e

—

)

A=
ST

zB7kxlel #xe XXl AS

AN BeRel GBe WPRBAMe Belake] Ago] AHAN
(private value) & FZ8te A o] TF7IAE Axdte Fo|th(Moore, 1995:
31-32), o71M 7R A 3, AdAREE ] BE 3 Zo] FF
g 7HA o] ate] of 54 siQlo] Atgdte A& WA £ fle Ao,

ol
Mo O

AEQYFAT Hrle FFUE FIHAY 2 HedA 8

o) TIVHEL AU &% Qo Hejg £ 2Rz F3RedA
E& olE A%E st oW REL FIAAC 31, £ ol A4E 7wy
ol A5 dBHE /HNEE 23 & BeFeEA TEHe T A
g 5d & JeAE 250} 0.

A E Fzdte AR ERAAES AR dE F AdE 1FAE £ 8
=& xddled, oF 7ted @ JTe VRS0 AT vl Eo)de M

Agsn FYstaat s AHlatEelH, £ G @ JE2 FF4 dEASC]
th, AzE daiME Aste Ml AE kst AlFstelol stn, FARAE 7t
e AGE Yad 5 de A9 5 (capacity) & Boldtofo} et o] v}
AN 2 FRBIAEL N2 T2 T HABE BF AL e, e 9
AZolm g st AFE HE AlUEotl, 18ug FEHAet nAEdAe
o 77} AAREE Mula AN R ol 4e] dEg F 4 e oW AES AN
o] 5L UEA A Tt E TE FHoRE AfA AFEe AUEE
159 Ul EAHE (representatives) ol Al #e]AEe] MRt e RS 1 230
QAo tia e RS HESIY FAAIAHE g,

AR FEELS P FAH AL 7HA PEAET BHH] JlenE M2
Aol & ol T sk ¥EEe Az Faie ¥ add o7



AL 71 F2AS0] BAP] glong 159 AYE] I AHEHD Untn
#AA7)E Ao Z2ade FHAEY IAES BEATE A BA /A F
o8 A9x glth, ;Ao Zzale FeAEHE YR AUEHR 189
HEAEC] 2oEASERE Flste R Ao TFE W& (story) ol
olg]@ ojulelA shtel FHo] FFHE BAABNA e AL Al 8%
(prospectus) o] RIZIAAAAESAA R AW sk FFHAAY YA
A o] A (wansactions) & E®, WAY Feto] oeiM FFTEHE 248 4
A APE AHEE dEE %"JH‘% A 2 ARlEY 4

o] &

2 g gulan o) Ad
A BE, o zole BEAE FEY AYWAE FYsE Aol Bk AL
om 53¢ wHos TREAM dASAY T /18F AdPte FEAY
B4 gel9l Aotk

23RS lHen FFANE BB P, 18L 2 FAEe)
sABASAA BY + AEE AANES Beelol Bk FIl 2ALEE 7}
e FAEe AUSH 159 AEAEY APE oo VA Adsleiol
@9, 489 Sl e aEele A% o] % (reasoning) St AAH Al

22 Tolof ek W opel 1 Halel 43t AU X% AP 24
18408 4 Hololor du. orle] WA BAY 43 obgd o8 A
Ae Az 94 2 Ao Faiel Aok

”
o
T

>i
2

2) Metx palof ofo|et ohA|

FTETRE AYH dele 220l 1 JFE Y F IU=SE 27154 9

AARL B G\ ela, AP, Hrkste e Her Fodn,
FEREI vz °ﬂ A AZd #els BAH 9 (competitive advantage) 2|
gAe st&seln 25 $YSY e st FRIH(Oster, 19950 13).
TR =

3uE 9 dnze BYAE] 249 %
7] Sstd g&EdE d 2 9t Yot (Nu
and Backoff, 1992: 3).

Aed Bl AT A 1Y) A, AFY FADA, AH BAGA T
oz Ul B 4tk A% Adel AWA DA A YOI e 2
Z o] Q& (mission) 9] WA, 944 71g¢ Y, WA A Fde A4, A7NA
o z7=ZAe] 47, AYRATY 4% 2 FU¢ SHAYe HY $& XYY
o AYe dxd AP2Fe) #e dFsn 2H4 L B2 FodH, A}



69

1 st YHE Aol AYHEE st BAlon. YL AF dHd
AR $54Q 2FEHE WA R, 43E WP, BEHY 2AFEE
THED, AEA2PE AT D EEoe, 2ATHLES] 43 BYE A
AN7lE 5 AFA #2le dgdAelt. e HridAe A A 712
7 999 YA 295 AEdn, AAE FFeH, aPPTE He ¥

£ T Hrle o9 ATl WE 4FE BASA 47] HEA A
Fao], 3L dAY A2 E TE BASS UE0] dne AP 7128 73
At

3) M J|Hn My v|ge By

A 7188 2o Fololw, TAL #¢, 9 1AL Herte AYS
ole @ 2RAY AART AAE 42H Ye FAL = 0|tk (Bryson,
1995: 3-20),

APH 71gE Foo FRFEXAY H|YGeREL USH 2
F St}

- 28] Az +Fn e
- Z2Fo| Bl ZUYAE 31 189
Ao gy

< 2EA 94 (mandate) ¥ AT} YFE FHAEHE =¥

- 2E0] FFeord Mo FHA

czAd 9 A T, A& WHold AP Au|x9 #F F H A (miv),
v e A9 B4, 32 52 AE}T AFRYFOEH o]E o|FEL W
el W AE 5

flo
PR
it
tlo
i

270 e A=
Jug sdsted 9% UL LA F

mlo

r

W AFH /18R BalM 2Ho] 1 AMeA Eojrojol & AR
A 71A ARl gled aEL, fEE Froln FAAM fe AT FIH
slotatm, 9 AL dokslerl? Sl Tl HIE Haw wHd FA
stz stevh, a3 o aRel Azl derk? feElE A7l A7l %
Az 5 derh st A Solth o8 ARS Ar|ge] AP AN WEH
oln| J3AgAH R o] FojAnt,

Arg e o2 FYdte 2Ad derkx ojFE JHATFEH F48 oL
#3449 Zd, 5849 30, A A olgst ol e JAEH, 2HFY

o Mo S
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o =g, ARYAMT FERAY T4, FNH AL FHEH F& 7HAL
te A Folh

A 78 FF BF olde AAZAETE Adsted W Fad 7]
22 AFd F7) gEo FAReZ AWE dast slvh Bryson& AH7| e
AA & Ak pubo] Z (the strategic cycle) o] H21, o] HHde tEH 2L
AEo| et 3txn Yt

- 23 o] Hhake] A%

<A Y EL] FA

A 2 oA B0 g AP (assesment) o] AA|

. 84 A o] &) A A AE (key stakeholders) ol T ¢ AF

- 47 ol4re] A

-olE 7} ol5ES ThE Ao A

7189 HAES AR

- ZEHQ A

- PEF A

- Ao o ALA FUE P A AA

AA 7129 7t dAA FHsol & 45 &F Zth(Bryson, 1995: 26-
37).

AAGAC Hzo oA AL Autxe AFrYel #F, 2AF 9
AAAQ 8ol BAASo WaM FTEHNY FAAL dAEPAY o4& F
=AET Pole E8 Fole ojFo Yed Aok o W Fedsdor F Wi
Fgxde 24, uEAe dge aA, 2A%F, BuMe 343 A7, 18E
AEg AR 7R d939 98, 7% 2 7Y, ALY 9%, 7%
9 249, 718N Bag Ado] g AdFE Foln.

24 9AE 2224 A (mandate) ¥ 8- FASSE DA, ] @
Ao 2Ae zAdA Bog FAA 2 AL ALARES £939] 3,
zAo| Aot & BFo| 2E0] AAlste 7t FSiU/HE dEUE A

AR DAL o8| BAAE (sakeholders) & 483tz olaiat, =9 ¥
NS FAAT T AE3 AFE BAolt 71N ol BAAE ZA st

22 (uention) AL, AY, Tx AEEE aT7HAY 1 AEEC st
s e ow s9l, AW, EE AAolt), AW F3, AW, 7Y
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A, AR, 2HAGA] Fol oj2d FRI|HY oA BAAEY W &I
F2A8 gy z3 e 479 dde A d¥HE /AR e ol
AAES UEE (needs) & A2 Fojule Ttk F3F2AY dFe 23
99" A1 tiol e e FHHE 459 e £9 dE 4,
Z 229 ZA)HE A Fs Frh(Oster, 1995: 22-23), =FL aZ0] FR7|#
ol WA} E v 2o Az e BF o AEE F e AEA - A
AH e AXNF YEEE FFAIIA ¥2oW HEn. o] GAlCA FHEHT A
Aste g Fol i 28| EWE (saatement) & ZH o] thE osj BAAI} F7Y
7t8 st o] Fo{A Fojojo} g

YA dAe BAAd B i AHEE Bt 2219 A (strength) 7 oF
% (weakness), 713] (opportunity) &} $| ¥ (threats) & A3l & TAIth W
oA ol g thyt A1P L SWOT ®Hojgl Rarx ) o dAdAe 23
o] 743} ool i HEL FYstn Pty g AFHH st FAY
742 deih aEla 2Fe) AWML e AEE gt 23 FE 7139
A& gdste] 25 WEFH o ¥ Wt

A @Al AgE ofES AEdte] &(frame) & FAFste dAlolth A
ZA olgre] AEAYL do A 1 HAZRE A 4DA o2 HF) U A
EZ %dlo] ojfojAtl, or|A AR ol o] Atste vigd =g
71 9% 229 5o $9F dFE v F e, 27 Wi gFeM 4
ojub 34l (trends) o} AHAEo]th (Ansoff, 1984: 119-145), H&A o|fre EF £
2o g9ed, ¥ 7Hx, 2o A A Ee Muls FEF L2 (niv),
a2 285 E B, ALxY, 2o i 2A3ste e 5 Aol déto] I
& s 2EAQ T A (fundamental challenge) 0] 71 & &k,

AR AT o|HES syl T HFE FAdte DAt HHFEL
od7}x & FHEL Y + Utk F, BAZAM 2HoIY YEHA (net-
work) e AGAIZE 93 AdAg, zd AAEHES A A T2
A, M)z, YAE, T 4RI A, e dAHY, IR HAzEA,
AR, e Fo 53 22 J)5FYE A3 AT Fo] azlejnh o] AFHEL
‘AR ARz, ‘z2F9 dAdAYAY," ‘FAA A& (Total Quality
Management), ‘A3 ¥z F AYE Ay =H 4L 237 A3l
ged #x ot

dEA DAE AFA AYL Aestn AYste dAoltt o dAY X
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AZY] A3 o hg FAAHA F&2 dojlied U

AeA DA o] P ARAQL 2o AFuAE HFste DAl
Z2 9] ‘AJgu]A’ (vision of success) = 2 o] HeAF HFEL YA g HYsl
2 29 ZAAHE A AAsAE i 9 Bgez vevErt e AE
ad Rejth, a2 Jlge aRol ZATLEAA BEAA LA dx
TYE ol Az wa}, A&Hon YA BAEY ZAIZAF] flol
£ Z2AFALEY dEe Aol FAMAE ¢ F U=E T, o8F 7]
=3 23d @ oABANSAAN 2Fe] 1 A vl FA A
A7t envision) & & F ASF dET. A9 UL A=A VY E
Adete B AN oA DA AT 5 glout Al 8 DAAM o] Fo|A = o]
drtyoltty, diFEe A5 A% AFHAL AFHAL AFFHNYAFE 2
e AR chgellol A WeE 4 vk 2z FFuAe A P4
s A 7lel=z Algsr|Heie A APste FHA o=z &
&5 A

olFA dAe AFAQ JPAF L B n LHAI€ DAY, T A
Algo] ©d) 22 Aldel 7o) (New Year's Resolution) ©]4el o] g9,
A HYAH 3 PFAYo] A oof I} AFEo] HPS Qe T2
QY 284, AYE JYPsted 27" Ao US §Egd & A
g1, A%E AFdeg JYPsiA 2 7hed e 2vE o soAA "t

A dAle JAE AGEH AFH 7Ry F& AR ESE GAloth o]
GAe] EXe PP AFE 72 oW A5 AR FEda, ofH RAE|
AFH2] ZFon, 2 ol FolUE AEFOEA A9 AFYE A
dted Bod Jug ArES ded A+

oy
Eorle

oX

3. Hety |&n dotel ot

1) NN J(gnt MaEH7Eel oA
AR T A Aol Hoke A7 JPAA 23S Eoh F Y F
PARE TS FYdte FTRANN 222 AHA 7189 dyoz ASH
o2 A 4%E5A 4D (performance measure) o] 2|3ty A7t FAEH H7}
2o, a3ng JAESF5E Ao HoplEd oA%A B=ru sk 3]
A 7te] AZARE AR ste dAAEQ] #del
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A7 GG Aol H7171E (performance criteria) & AEL ZF o Fof
g udd g BEAE, ¥ oJHBAAE U BHAE, WF o HAAA
B i EMARE, YFo W 71= (mission statement), HFHH o|7FEo] g
71&, AL AEdled A7|HJD F8F FEE (key questions), H o] g
71, AL%E Hristed FAdta AAEHUJD 718 (criteria) Eo] W A=Y
2E 3 43U 5o 7123 IFEYE ARA o] Fojzit},

e S EE Mdsted 2H9 4FH|do F8% &L Fus AL
ool 1993 A Y JAESH S HASE vlFe FRAAH L A
#3 ¥ & (Government Performance and Result Act: GPRA)" o] A€ AISHEF
g }ste ARAME Jdehta gk old oatd AASA 3 1 Aol &&
o Slold A dAe 45 £TsHe A (desired outcome) B F3te Aol
TR UTHGAO, 1996: 10), FFx2A S 459 L3He ZAE FYste
HYole olsjBAREC] Hqstn AL A (assessment) 39, FFZ2Z ] &
FER, d4E BHE ¢ A4ES BN avuHe AAYHE At
ZFse RAe T AL AHH YAy e FadA S0 AHSH v
o e N2 Ha Qg YU £ ol BAASC] AHE FH e
o] @y Foddtie Aol F8ITh o] Wl oNAAAEL I3 94,
Aol slel e, ARcigdr#, AgTT2ATA FHHAY FHEFGES} He
AW E7E, FHE Av2 AT, T2 JPRF oA, B s 9wt
Al AT, Adgee] AARA e 8 FF2F Fol 2EEG. 19
3 olE olEBAAEY A HAHFAY AR2A e FALE ofF
oz},

2) 7|l MnEF g HotmY
FRYTY AAEH L FF2AY 497 Frdte 7K, 29He 2% 4
EAEA 7125 Fu AE AASH T sl o]folA 1 i1 e
X AEBAFre} FHLERES fAETh 2y AR Y] o=
Aol Muaxa o] HFsln e FRAES ox = A=t &
' RAE #rhete | 23S 532 de U HEA o= & 189 4A3H L o
W g FR7|Ho| AFH o FA32 e BHAD FRYF v A
Hrrsted 23 e Fa Ut oA t=2dh. =F FRYFAAFH FHL &
o] Ao ol BARNES] Foivt A=sEn Slke Mol a¥A &
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& FAYste EAGARH o7 Ytk o2 Holth, =g FAH e st
ZIEe Ry Bl JPAFY =3, FHol} T2 A4&E (oupur), F
Ao} A (outcome), M} F&F(impact) Fo] BF AMEEI 3oy, ARYF
o] A& e 459 JAddArt F2 AHEUD e o] FoG AolH
ot}

3) E2Ye ETe AT 7| HUSFYSLo JHUYE

AR FH71EE Adsted A 4 3AF (performance plan) o]
Aol adEn. oAL AAEFE AHA 7o vehd A Agy &5
AEd 329 d4AH 2H AT 3 AFFAEFEH QAN A
Aoih, AAAYde HHAEH, Fd Lo oo 8%, JAFEI} oJHA
AFE AY7k st @ =ort EEHolol ¥ dAY AASHsde
() & 23FEAA a¥ste 2HES 24T AEES Ued 5 3ofo} &
2, ) 2 AREY FE AANEFC og A5E FEsted AFHN, x
AYFeRdRE ved F sle 7P 343 R 2 7 E AlgEojok 3,
aRA FeEM AL AYAEc] 289 FAAE AT F UEF &
ofstiL, (3) HFA AT (multple priorities) & HA3] WY@ 5 glofo}
& % ohzl, 4 7} A4 Z2aYn A4 (link) =0 Ao i AL
ES & oiok 81, AaFHol 7 Rolojok FTHGAO, 19%6: 22-24). =
g AASgA 282 A5E £ EAse 288 v&F =H¥d #¥
g o|REAE, £HE AHEH AREL gAEAE g d =)0 2 F 9
TF gAsta Fotetny d@io] glojok gt

B R 245 FW37] AdMe 49 oM d3PE Ay a9
QB A€ AEdta, oS VIUAEL € oFBAAASYA Eage
24 279 A4S Y F UAEF dtojof ¥

v. #

r

FF2Ad oM AL A&Her FAA FI7HA] FEE SURSAA
W7l dsixe 3E2ARYE TRAE FRde FH o He #E G
AR Eolol grh, FFEAA oA HHH J183 #ele oA Al
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123t it

32 Rod dF9 AgHoZ AT A 53X HiAe 5HEA
& B4t F e AHSH Y E?——E— sty ATHE SAstH AHSAH B
g JAEAARNA Eh3tele =¥ E AeHor FPE F 3le W, 2dn
137 =S A=A Z A3 Q W 1 &de Fds 2 5 gk

g HEd 3F, AR 5 FFHEY Mol AFHLR o|FoA 1
Qe UgEL FFHE 2N AFH78 & HAstn, AFE AFHEAH
Ao Axo g 4o EAHE AxFgPo=A FRATY o] N&HoR
o]Fo] A # UEE ARHoE JAWAHEH: Yvke o] o/ #A wgsn
et

8 vetx BHeFoln YA AT FAHNEE 2HFHLEY
o)A YA E PF Halo] Eo} Bg 5 JY=E A&HoE 239 YF
o} #HE HASZHETE AEstn, F4& 21T 5 gle WFgoR AxH )
o] o]Fo] Aol & Fojtt,
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