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AHzel AA BAE A A% FAGE o| 29 Ud HFPNA kA FH
FE 233 & grie v#g wol sivk 1 $8F 2A9 st AN
o BF o84 A7 niEFFE T & doh AA AHFTo| A8AAM d
g Ahgstn 9, FAAHQ AN AF FHEoret FUY AR gL A=
EFatn, FA7Z A4 o BF G2 B o234 A7 A7t viFsich
T3 922 A% = Thomas Kuhnd] ‘paradigm’ 7'd-& &8t “HA7 2
#Fste 9olel ‘policy paradigm’ & AHD2RA AHEEEA ThFd AF FAR
ofd] B W AT AAEL W¥T T, Peter Hallh o] A FA7| 29
W% 224 (a model of paradigmatic policy change) 7}x] A A1F A7E AN e
Aol sz B18l1, ‘policy paradigm’ AHAS AEA A9 AFE A9 /U

ole] 712 BAE FAse] ol AA Lo F&3tm, AA FAFHAAN 7
Satn g Med BN Aol & T A9 dagdd b}, FH
2 2 AN o BF olE ¥4 A9 A7 FHAT BUAY EAE AVNE
th. oo mat AA7E g Lol FEAH A4S AHED, FH U,
W, A4, 33 52 738 FE Az A, o, A, AN § AAY 7
24 . AAH =249 78R F4 1A e AdE A, 299 99
A9e #E 24 AZFZ2E vRsd, 349 A AN FPste TS
gy 20 83 AA, e A, 244 - 298 BwAY, $%4

* QAT WA BFY AF BE



59 dA S4E 25z, AM, oldes), Het, L, o, 7
59 74 948 A AL AN YAH 02 wo o,

. 7|zl Bat FA124

AL A5 HA EAE HEste ©H 7948 EFoz AZHIYY
(Lasswell, 1951: 8). 2¥ld] At3le] A4 ZAE sldsy] daie A3y 22
A ZEAAA ] e FAgie By DAF JAAEE 2R 42 & gk
a2 FAE o8 HE (AN FAge] AZE dof 22 X 9z
7t B3] FAel XA g%kt & AR, ALSY AA BAE sdsey)
Beg ZRA XY HFo| 2% = foie wlw(Dallmayr, 1980-81: 522-
52002 AF% AT B £ ok o] fAIS Wgke] WA wimel sk
2N, FHIANZ o #F 0|8 AF7}t FEIF} AL AT & A

2 Yy FFgGFold A8AdME “FAFINZ GAY duB |z
3 Zol 54 Eopdz AT o L9 AdE @ol gz Utk =
‘A7 z=E"ge T4 M9 AAe A E 9, 1981; 1988: 89) oM B
%o, FAGNE 93] 1 FEA IH F8A4d #F A= dARY UA
o FFRAG AAAHA FYVNZ 9 NS AR A FRe HH
71z9t AWl o@ FAZ 19934 29 1Y FEEE3E MNH3x, 334
S A3 7 =fo] Fopd AA7\zd #G A LE =8 (FIH,
1992: 225-242; AWM, 1992: 243-263; &at%, 1992: 264-275; 8%, 1992:
276-292) o] AMAGME AL FHEY T I} Avte) IFAH7 e B3I
AT (HRNA, 1998) & wEde, A2 B 44 FHY 2o 2
AAR A 24 (FAE, 1993 1-15), ‘@Az wsle x3 FY43
T ARE AET A7 (neF, 19970 153-174), 716t AA Roke] AF (33
F ol &7] - d7]4], 1993: 170-171; HWA, 1995, edH, 1997) T3 o),
A4 FA Fobol AV 2o BAF AR gL A7 AEE BoFa Yok 1
Ak olg} o] HAJ|Z & AF AMgsta x, FAEHA A FHFoko}
BT AR gL APz B8, FAVZ ge £ol9 MNdH FE v
F3ted, A9 HAAH} W&o AAHA o p2 71eE e Aon, 1 A
A BEAL Bt T BA7IZ AA o B3 AMstn FEI o284 A7 A



W

HE WEA Zsta e Aol 2 A9 @Hojztn & el

3}, d=9 ZAex el A Ao} gl A¥elztn & U F
Yehezkel Dror= 1986'd Thomas Kuhn (1962) 0] #}8tAl Aol X AA)ete] de] ¢
3 BOAE7A] BEAIFIA @ ‘paradigm’ NEE ¥4 ‘policy paradigm’, F ¢
2lTe] FAZNE o Fste vl &ojE FJ(1986: 102)dHAA P H
49 #A, ¥ #dlo AFda vk, aFAT 28 g Fe oA
X AAaGA AFAY GAANZE M-St e FAE o d7d, 39
o] g e F3 HrIAd FAFEE T Bt AdsH, AR Ve <
el Fx 23 T dA9 AAFALE 27 FA7]FY International
Monetary Fund(IMF) g8 ¢] 7|22 A 7Hu odd] #idets “IMFE 7]
Z" (IMF policy paradigm) (David, 1985) & w|&3ld, w&, B4, n%, A+, 33t
7l&, TAER, FH, BUYE, 113, AEA § uge 43 PRk
Y7NZEE 97T HE =FE (Joseph, 1981; Razi, 1988; Riessman, 1988; Paquette,
1991; Titterton, 1992; Chiang, 1993; Tatalovich and Daynes, 1993; Shields, 1993; Silver,
1994; Hune, 1995; Howlett, 1995; Banyard and Grahamber, 1995; Pal, 1995; Coleman et
al., 1996; Stunkel, 1997; Pool, 1997; Skogstad, 1998; Coleman, 1998; Menahem, 1998;
Spitzer, 1999 F)ol e ok, 23 d7]olA & AF ©f volrt Peter A,
Hall (1988; 1990: 53-78; 1993: 275-296)& A z%gje] ARAHo2HE F
strel gtute] FAR Moz AABA BAAZIZE U AP A 979 BAF
A71zo] WF A& AHEEAM, HEFo2 HA A7z ¥ME 29 (a model
of paradigmatic policy change) & A|AJ8I%it}. Zelx ofo we} o] Rdo} gt 7
A AFS AT F5 I (Howlew, 199 7F Y oA HUH. ol Zo] AF &
4 gope] FAR FA7 2] BE AT WoIMA B2 WE o 27
Yokt A7Be AA)2 A AL EA% 1 4844 detde oAl ]
B A2 dgekm, Baslzel Wsh old WA AH, oW FdxEol B
&, od Fx2, ofd 7|3t AR AP eald Bt APH R A3}
= A AYgaiatns: B & Ak o)A 7|z #dd AHdd EF
o= BFstn, 71 A dFstn de FAVNZ O A AEH AAde A
74 A e g4 e skt & & e Aol Sr1ERt s

o} go| AU ARAN BF AA FH RBoiE sudn BT g
208 Po| Alstm FAAQ HF FARokd] B FH7|zol thatd Hol
Az, FAgoM A PAEA S BAF Ah, AR, od, 9¥E §
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ZEH A A B o) A9 A HArZ ‘T A B8 o]
29 ¥4 & ¢ gad A7 YA A

gao AL YAXog I FHYAY] Fodstn e FYAF A Ay &
Ao #§ A Agy vl #F 4 5L Bdsta Yok o | AbE &
Ao #F AT Ay mjYol BE AT 7 T FAFAR ] dFF AL
2A8g, AMA, AFAA, AAF & g ‘ZA3}E 34 (operationalized
interpretations)’ (Hofmann, 1995: 128) 2A3tz vtz & + Ut =t 3
Ao BAg woeteln Fhd, FYE AFHCE Ajstn e =F3dE &
Aol YA (sources) .2 9] ‘AlA o] 3] (pre-understandings),” ‘AR ek (pre-
judgements),’ ‘452 o] 2 (implicit theories)’ (Hofmann, 129), =& Al A A
(belief system)” (Sabatier, 1988), &ol 7z 7%, azlm 2 74 94 = &
37 ¥% 4 vk old ZE AbA ojsf,’ Abd wd,’ WEAA, dEH
o] EE 'FAY4 Fol vz Fid FF = 4¥ & H2HIY (para-
digm) 2 29| A4 EH Zuloln], Ao QoA FArZ 9 9HE 2
Fatn otz & 4 sle Heolth aEdtd FHr|ze ASFEH oA A
29 Ao, FYo N F& BE, Yoyt 2 AL Fe JYPA} Yt §
o ol27)7tA] B W& AR Avke FHA Fe VIEAA dHe F 9
AdoA =osojol gt 2oz FAe WEF AR A FAAEA
Agsta e A7z MEH()E€d) BHL B8, FHAn AWHY 3
Aege NAL ANse P4 4AHH d8x Sutg FPol e Ao
th. a# onldlA o] =B FATe] A4EH ZHW, F FA|: AN O #
g FAgtolgozM, FA7|29 NdH Ao, F2 %, F4F 4 A
22 dA Y oA B4 oz d3sna Foh getx g BEFHo
AZHQ =9 AP,

k9

I. BA71=e AdH Aol &

1. Ha7|E el el

Ao AR o BH7Z & e =de WG T F Uk
1951 d A A8tL A3 Lasswell& “The Policy Orientation” (1951: 8) ol A, &%
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< 4o EA dAsted 58 Ao] oz AlEe] ZEF EAE HHs
=H 7ol frtn A, ol& 3t FHFL “BAAYE #A" (prob-
lem-oriented perspectives) & 7}&of jttxn sttt 1% a2e AR #HE
Aot FEHAY, FALA, AREH, AEFEA 24, 22 ddd AL - H
7b- 4% T S AhE FAHor dTn AAEAT A71N ExEAe] A
HA gAE 7FA9 B4 - w3 oA BAsE EA dAs] A A3
(guidance) 2 24 9] F83] ARrEA < 714’ (postulates of sufficient generality) & &
Ashe Aolgka shaN, AAZ ko] FAHU IHEAQA 7MY =2 A
ol YN ol Az FHAE A (1971 4, 34-4)Fo M, 2= FA7| 2
n g ¥F3te ofeldgol & Jd4dtne UUHL E F Uk

oA F =& FAYPEL ¥ + Adevt ded B2 =& L iz
A Drors, 70dhAAT = HARYP ] AR A == F42
BAAL B4, & AHARAA AA, FAEH A A F4, FRY A
g 744 5& BRE 388 Y4st A8eld Adel metpolicy
o, 4o E FYd AAE AFE Fo FHH F AU megapolicy (E= mas-
ter policy) 8] 7|'d& Fsotd FAr| e dF APE =& AU, A,
metapolicy® #4387 e 74 FHE tFojof stedl 1 AR FdHol 7}
A& tUFE 4 (processing of values) o]2tz o 24 (1968: 163-166), F-EHo=Z
AAZNZE 5T =98 3t Ut F 2E AlEe 98 FAY A £
42 &S § F= €9 7FAE (a general reservoir of values) & 713 1,
AN oM 23 0] PR MEHAN FAH PPz Yehdria s3]
o =3 AP HesE Al e T A (megapolicy) o] o], o]
AutA Eg, vldd &3 b, AE% 449 FE 5 9Fe FHo|gn
SATH1971: 63-73).

88, Drore 198613 Thomas Kuhn (1962) o] #}8tA} oAl AlA|sled de]
44 &2 E8A7IA @ ‘paradigm’ AFE& 948G policy paradigm’ o] &
MEe dFsATH(1986: 102). & ‘policy paradigm’ & "B A7 HAFA | 3l
ol BFHAET ¢EHoR BolEAA L e BRE F8T 71X M, €94,
FHERA, A JIAE, 894, 23 o) FAR FA 2 PAAFA
o] 94F ¥H3e= 73" (a concept covering all main underlying assumptions, princi-
ples, grand policies, axiologies, modus operandi, and similar elements of policies and of pol-

icymaking, especially when taken for granted and accepted tacitly) ©.2 & 2j3tzn ¢lcth b



6

azlsted 7| 2E FAA] wolEod WYk ofe)l o Fm A2 M w AAA
23 Az2 AAXAEA, FF HZA (policy orthodoxy)& ZE Rolzdn 3
1, AWy 2] HIE B FEAY Hale AAAI T et ol o] Dror
T AY71z9 #Ads MdH Fo g AmstgAg, 1 o]de FAA =oe
a4 gstthe AolA Ay fA2 dAEUch

Peter A Hall& 18] =25 (1988; 1990: 53-78; 1993: 275-296) 4] Wula}A]
‘policy paradigm’ o]& H A& do], ThomasKuhn®| ‘paradigm’ 7HdE <1434
A 2R3 943 2= policy paradigm’ o] thate] “PFAAPAES L HFHAC
2 AAe] FRe FF 99 FURT o}, i T A9 AT
TA 5 AT g9 olejteiel EF 9| E (a framework of ideas and standards) &
X A FAth 1 & A AAYF FAAAREY dArEE vl
3 F& 54 8ol & T gtk a8m o] E2 YRE JEE Aoz
wolg oA 1, AAFLZ JEAHE Yol ftte olf WENCRE I YT
o] A}, = o|F IHMFH E (interpretive framework) & & # 7] Z (policy para-
digm) 2t sHATH gtm @k (1993: 279), 2Elm a2k o] EL ‘)& (the
prism) B "FAGEY 712¥ (T AwbA) 24" (underlying/ overall terms of
Policy discourse) o] 2t 349, HH7|Z2EL HHF] Kuhn®] “23 sfz{r}q]”
(scientific paradigms) 7 Z+& Fojgti gz, AY=9 AVIAAE AAF A7z
dz Brh(1993: 279, 289-291), & FAWMSL AR (policy learning),
ZANE A 8% (ocid laming) 9| HH o2 B3 ol 4FHez BAsa
Atk e FHEFY FFLS A 7R HF, F YL Az Fe AU A
A £ (overarching goals), A A EH S EAstna o] &5 A A5 (policy instru-
ments), 282 FIHFEe] FAA A (settings of policy instruments) &] H =0 1w}
g, ol& Zt7t 3AH4, 2214, 134 ¥Eeg Jvwt O Ay A4 A4
A3 2L 1344 A% (fist-order change) & A9 BtE2~8 FAAAZTH ¥

1) O megapolicy® grand policy (F3E2]3 2) 9} policy principle (U 3) 2 A ¥
g, a2 #H7R AHEER megapolicy®@d /W& AME-ERR) YAtttk o)A
FgEF Yol oW B AHEde] WE o #F PEAYT A} TS
2% £33 (comprehensive material policy) & Waln, FALRA S EF g9
W&ol obd A Uxte] QloiN A Az, HAFF4 xdFe], A g
gz, A5 o &5F9 T3 o] FUHFZAY FHA FA& TIrin
gtc} (Dror, 1986: 102) .
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% 4%2, di 34 geit €& £ JE FEE AF ¥WAY ¢ Ak 2 9
24 q44 FE F89 2o dF FF9Y 43 E F UG @ 5D
2d 9] MR 28 2214 W% (second-order change) = A BwrEAH A F )
2RY A5 wAatEc] gt 2A=, B dd 9 Fx2 144 ¥R
A HAY & Utk 2 d2A A 7A A =Yely =3 AFAEe |
A< & & Uk @ 23d FHe AA Exe] WA, g ojd wpg P
T WS O FAH Ao FRtEe R 2 ANtHelm FAHow g7
g AE W (radical shift) ] WA 22 333 WA (third-order change) 73 4
& g HA7|Z (policy paradigm) 24, 1 WAL FE ARE BB, A
7 BAQ, #E UL Y, A8 F AAANII} Bdte dFY AL ol
olsled, 10od ool & A o] Fo] A7k 3t ofF =R FIIR o] F
ot g 1 AZA AJZRFAZRE FaF2 AANAAG ] HAH
Aol wole] AAH WBe B ErH(1993: 278 280). drlA Halle wz
A BEXa soe] A4 L2 &olA, 334 wiZ 9 gl Hdee HH
o Awrd B’ 7 FA7|ze] o] drim WA, 1 WEr} HAHlx ¥
I FA4% Ao & dettn & Aotk

Hall(1993) & #AQ=stute] ZAF A0 2REH Fsi59 Fno] AAFHoz
ANZA B AZ1Z2E A (H AT 79 AAR A7z ¥g A& M3l
HA, FH9 7|27t FEH+= 717 (an old period), A# 7])7H(a transitionary
period), 18|31 M2& 7|27} T4 717 (anew period) QoA Fdle]
& & e AH7I2 AT A3 DA (stage of paradigm stability), "]
& A (accumualdon of anomalies), A¥ WA (experimentation), F¢le] TR o
Al (fragmentaton of authority), 73 @7 (contestation), =2 F A7 A =3}
WA (institutionalization of the new paradigm) % 6HAE #2381, Hgog 44
A 87129 A% w4 (a model of paradigmatic policy change) & A A&ttt 285
ool me} o] Relol tht ol B2 YA HFS AT & I oA =3
t}, A, Michael Howletts gA] ‘policy paradigm’ o] & A& Y& 19 =&
(1994: 631-649) ol M, @FUo gt Atk FRe] ZA B A7 2 (mili-
tary protectionist paradigm) 7} 18601dth e} %3 A & 7] = (assimilationist paradigm) 2
Ul g, ojm A S A A Az} H3FZFE (self-government and peaceful
coexistence) o] FH7| =2 ol HUet BY H4FH AlHE BAFe=s
A, Halle] ZY7]z Age) @A i dg A5 & A=At 1= Halld

)
ot
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Aol dsle R FojsHME, 93 A7z ZS AY dAe A4
o s dAZ HupHol Yelgthes R 5 odzte] 9A TR o7& ANF
u} 21t} (1994: 640-643),

o|s} 7o) ol FAMrze] W} o) B =9 ule FAV|Z A
MEd 29 2 S840 W =9 dAE dolMA, FHrz My} of
W AS A, old FHdREo] A, ol FER, of" 7)td] HA A
PsjeAel Bold FPHeE G WARAA YRAUTE ¥ £ WA
o, a2 9] s zel 39 /WEA =t FEEA g e A
o, 2¥42 PYr|zd BE A A9 AdFrt 38 o st A
Yz F1 dcky & el
39, policy paradigmel] thgh 7Hd & Theodore J. Lowicl o)l WA H Aol
Zzto) )t} (Tatalovich and Daynes, 1993: 39), Lowie "5 HAME A#sE 2
o, “Aalo] P2 AA (§2) &} (policies determine or cause politics) & 714 2l
AN A FXE B oot dee FRLoEA, 1 HriAe FA
g Fa 7o AYPAQ o2 UYE, JYEE, IFE T ©E AW

< zAsacH(1972: 299; 1988 xi). & FH7F ol £F 9 AAE ANE
&, Ao f¥ol B o|7} FAY F¥ L dEbAA TETE JAH, 2
A ZAE AAeEA, o2l Ao fPoze ¥ui A (distributive poli-
cy), A B (regulative policy), A& & H (redistributive policy) %9 3/%8<
AN B (1964), 1F 74 %A (constituent policy) & F7Hete] 47HA] P AF3
(policy type) & AABHHATH(1972). olAlE nAAo| B o AHRF EHel 8]
sto] e, 271 FA, 250F AA$h 2| (affirmative action) T =HF, ¢
A YAz BHE A3 FAA A (social regulatory policy) & 4% EXZ, AAF

#uto] ohjal A HAAAUFE (process variables), 53] Fof o]y te] &, vk
A 8% S 9std 23E B4 v F FAA 25 ¥ 22 T8
‘i‘i—"ﬁ% zNoz ANl Hgsrte F4E 3 Raymond Tatalovich and Byron

Daynes (1993: 39)& Lowio] AHFEE & ‘policy paradigm’ ©]2tzr F@BIHA,

a 7H1;j¢2; dbA A7) tapE Boh v o] Lowi AH4le] =& (19720 300) ol A
“the paradigm’ o] 2} 1AM 7+ A FEE =@ A th3led, Tatalovich and
Daynes7} ‘the policy paradigm’ o2tz AAT Ro2A, 1 oln|= s WA
2E0] “the Lowi paradigm” (Tatalovich and Daynes, 1993: 39) E+& “The Lowi
framework” (Tatalovich and Daynes, 1988: 3) ¢} Zo] Al&3le &g & o, &

KX
=

o\l

s

<
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Lowi #palo] “3h}e) XA EF =4 (FE+ §)' (an interpretative scheme or
framework of classification) (1964: 686-690) o]2}3 3l &2 E o, AA X
o] Ao A WY ELY 7B E TE 7|E BHY Fd HIHe st
‘AAATF sj2|t}y’ (a policy research paradigm) (Daneke, 1988-89; Bennett, 1993) &
ouidt Aoz & 4 Ak wEA ole FHAFF EF B4 @& Lowid
BAAT A oA AFH = AR, policy paradigm 7Hd A E FHA AT
L AL o]F ouig Aoz olasol & Ro|}.?

AF policy paradigm /Nd-S 2 AH 9 AS ddo] 23A A ¥L A,
Kuhn oj2} zAd2HA A3 Fobe & 74 FAS] HEH d+Hn e
Hdolgtn & 4 ith

2. I Aol a7 |xof 23 214

FUNE FA7 2o A FEAH WAL B9 Yoigrh ¥ 198,
1988: 89)& AAAAYAF A M2 FA7|z=el o FHE B9, F
A71zed e od AHd datd HndAe e st Hgshe 7}
A FFAA B 2A EE 7|2l 2RAL A ERY J)Fe He #
Hee o ddade) 71&e) He =9 g e 74dd. 2B
AN zedEe 2Rd 47439 Z4He FA9 B, W8, 44, 283 &
A 5% AR FHe MY 2dAL KFEARA L ek FAT |2
grt kA Rad, AFste A FAGHo] vepstn dRo] EEH
oo AW E2g IRY 28S AY FYITTERSEY 48 A 2
AEE Fakod, ARPAYY75] AAztet 21 L£&3 Y, FFEIAHRAYY
8% A2 FYzeddd A e VI2FAY ¥4 & AHstn 1 )

2) 9oz Lowisl 4714 AfYel 7 e Auylz, Z ¥ FAANZ, 7
AR FH71z, AENH FHr1z, 74H Wiz 5& g A oHE
& glty, a8)ste Lowi AMAle] Z=H (1964 713; 1972: 300) 2 Hg&iA Ho F
WA Fgete theh gol, 7 43¢ A2 2E ARA HA S (primary
political unit), ©$]53te] #A (relation among units), B3 7-2 (power structure), A
A7z A (stability), 7122 AR Z (primary decisional locus), 3 38 (imple-
mentation), ZA|# ] & (applicability of coercion), ZAH ] 7154 (likelihood of
coercion) §oll #ate] 2tz §3E o2 (e, AYEE, /g HFE e F
atod HAo) Ay PG ookt B4 MY + dvdx B 5 o
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dslel EEHHE =ostn AH(E W, 19939),

T ZAAR A 2 BAsd, FH71x0 Fo A X oldd aAdn A
A AN &E AAAMNA e FUERY F4& 9 ez 1 438 3ysn
(B34, 1993: 6), AAF A7z B3 AA FHT 2o G2 ARG Ao o
dted M AF(1993: 1-15) % ok 28 GolA AFe vl Zo], F=H
AR ARF(1992) ol A4 A3 Ropet FHHE PHrzo] I thzbzEl
=97h . ole 593 FUeAez AWate A7l fedA s87EHR
A N 9 BA & QA AT MY AV 2ee g AL - FAAA
e o] dFE A gZo|dct. Frie} Atzle] Y & HPo e
el QoA (within the paradigm) 2%Z<Q Nd& =R3e o] opizl, uz
fZHoln HEAQL Nk A AF (paradigm shift) & ojv|Fvin &
o, 2 #4444 FAAe uE PR A4F HETS Ase B8 1 &89 sloiA
Nzeee] AY, & N2E A7 29 Az FF olzta & Folth, wjy
AAAHozx AYNZE =99 F8AHE A2E W, 1993c 9-25)% WAz 4
A olalg 4 AUtz & Zeolth aelm oA oz FopollM AMER A2 A
99 =28 T A Eolol Y A7l ®Wol Uden U UelM A7
B} qlct,

A% 2 e FY71x Ade =99 Ay EFstn BN E A
o g QAL AEHY dFe IA FEF 43 A& HAY F U,
a 844 vE HAH3 HAFHA Re $5E JFHA 4E 5 fS Aotk

3. "H|=e| 7iEH Helo| B4

o1 wol WESE & 5 Gk vig Rol, AA/|2E TAH 53 A4 A
AR B9 712 BE 2A2A 309 e B $¢ At 24T 718
AR EE w5 Ban IR ¥ & vk AAY 2 4R AEED
A% dgtoz vAY AAAPAN Asdn Uk BAY S4E AUuA, 3
A7)z gAZ 289 FAHA FAo) YoIN 1 ¥, WE, B3P T FA
A 2R AR, asld AAd BY ¥ IUAA $AA 4BE e
ARHQ d4e) B e 7124 £ gz A8 Uk Aot

A AAE Az A4 Hotel ARen § + Ak A Belse A
25 A4 47 2o n B et we YAE epAh 2UY AYEL



Axetn Agzete #9d o Jel sHA A4, Y, AT, oid, Ee olE
=2 ulgoz AT A9 E (appreciative system) & P 3] A3t BHa}
I 97L& 7] nidolth(Vickers, 1965: 67-74). Algte] ZE F9 F &3z
AHEE At e W), e 2d2 Ba Q4sta dddte R 2AR, A
Ae Az 4], A, o, 7H®, AA® F 4T d49 & B,
TE 9FL Hges FHSA AMES Y - Bdstan e Aot a2

[¢)

o14]e] Ex A g A I, B EBAY A%, 729 AAE = 9
aolof wel o3 7IAE UE F A& Aotk 2 FelA bE BE ANF} &
gatgo] 7Eo| Hu, O JFHo] de] 4wty XBAQ HA viFe2H d
Hlete] 71 2=e g AlFshe 718 Al Eo] Fasittn & FHojth A
FFAA 2 FNEAQ Q9 F V)5S st Aol iR FA| X gn & A
o|t}.

o4 =uel o8 e AYz, FAxEH, =
paradigm’ 5ol #3 ALY dE& B upel Po|, ¢ HY =9
£33 sln olF HAAIIGE dAudA FAr e B g He
det o 2ol FF Felstanz g

AR, AW = DY ‘policy paradigm’ F FLF Ao g FASA
t}. oA Dror, Hall, Howlew S| 703 #33% &9 & =2, “IMF policy para-
digm” o]\t Pal(1995: 185-207) 9] “two different paradigms of human rights discourse,’
71eh Be AA A Hoto] AH7|2E =% &E ¥}, ‘policy paradigm’ &
23 2 2o FA/NF 9 FAANAE "ot & Aok u, A
Tatalovich and Daynes?} Lowi®] A ##3-& ‘policy paradigm’ of 2} 11 FHEAHA,
2 g SR A Lowis A3 e Heol EAED. 28y ole
AEAQ WBE O A2 AR WyozMe] 4 {3 £79 V€S
AAE o mel, 2 8AE (Dancke, 1988/ 89; Bennett, 1993) = A3l &
80190 ‘AHAF sjit}e]’ (a policy research paradigm) & | H 3l v ol
ol Ro| &dsitta ¥}, webA ‘policy paradigm’ & A ete] s chel’ o]t
BAATe Hertel’ o2 REdA AHE dAe dov, diFE Mg 3
A vEhd Az el gdlet ovlE B o 1 ouje #HE o & R
olt},

4, AH7Iz=E g g0t #A, TR0l FHrz A HAR 7]
wal2Ae A4 A28 Ao olaE & e TF, A7z dAd

= ‘policy
15
Ll

(2]
W

O
IS
pooo

’

=
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A, AA A =& 593 AAstd =stnz & A$oe 2 B LA
A7\ 2z ghe 8o & AMEEE, 7IEe] A Az AgEHT e B8
A B8 Aoksld hdd] AYr|z glaw s Rasitn @ el

A, g4 g4 zAkeh AA BEA gr|E FHEt o] RN FAR
AHEE AR 9 de A W, UE, HA, 33 55 T Fe
Atz A, ofd, A, A § A N2F - A =2 71EH A
7hx) 2ta A olstmat gk,

I. ZA71=9 /M3y Fzo @4

FA7\ZE 24 ARl met P T2} A15E 8 F Uok APAD
oz A7 2L B 2 AdA TS /15e 2E Aoz B

2 % 9o,

1. Fa|ze| 3 Pz

=29 MACE 7Y dATFE7 d, EEFEY AFACE Qg vkl
Az ddeo] pAARC] HHo| A3te AZTFZE olF1 e ute gol, 1T
A& e FA7I2E ¢ FAHEA AEE Z2e A 2z 47 - g
A AL 2 A 59 44 F2E FHslx U ol F o £93 &) 9
e Ao 2AANAY F2 (B, 1993b) = BESD A2A (FFZ,
1997: 56-58) 2 f1&3td Aw w2 AL

FAHL Ao AN} AP AYYF — AYER — FHEH — o]37}
18 Agstes EFRFZE 21 o AE 2AFHom FAHQ PFE B3}
o ol drixe H¥E Fud] vk FAAQ FH FAHAME FHLEA
T 9dH - oA or AAYPF, AYEHE, FN5H, oA APH ®
€ 318 AlnE By, FAAA FYYPFe AR I o 3] AYFER
o 294, dAEAH 44, 1281 FFHoIRE oV FEE AFTh
AN AYEE £ AY7IL BU 24E & de Y EFeh. HAE
e Agztde 2498 F gloud AYERE ST Hdd AFAH =
gatm A 24T & A 24 Ee SEeA CPUSE duE € F o

o)

k1)
2

Ni
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Ol47HA & gAsldle 8dFoR YR o2lg FEE ojUAL EF EE
ER2A, addz E78a FAHA FFAAN A&H o2 8o & T
SHQ ZhAoltt, X AL 1 AFHY AYERY SR o}, 1ET
A9 e AAEH (FER) Y 94, 283 HFHOE N (H1ER)
o] FEo 7|8k 3t AFE BEHAATFZRE Ho vtz Addg + Uk

oldA Ao EAFEE AFTRE Uk BH, A2 £3F 7z
243 0 oot Egadct, & FYrize] AYe AYERETG Yo e B
AEH (BAER) T oA (H2EH) Y 9 g FYrlze 5F A
4 A A9 FAFHoln EFHoW WA ER F AYdn, Holx
A ARG A9 Al e T AU X & v, 2R dd A
Yo7l Bk 234 Ay FRE o]FoA & Aot F I7} WA Y
o] A&t FA7|xe B9l Ao FEE FAV|Z7F Um, © Yot a2
9ol of A € A2 de $3F gz 729 F3E AYdeR
o3t Ao| Hasirt,

Y o]de] B EXAAGY A7z FAY F2E AAAHCRE F
HatA A7) ojelE A did FE3 =89 A7t gtk 28A, 37
A Azl APHW v AR ojge A gFe WollA AA Eold
3 FA7 27t FYEHolol dt' m gtm, PAHOZ AAFore] FA7xE
70dde FeetEdst, SEAIUY E7iHE, A&st, H29 AzdAAYAs
5 o8 JdAEtEA, ‘AR 2E FXdA AdI FAAQ] FANEL
AN FT HF 4FS @ Ao EA, diEdol JAN Fd FHgdn
A e 8% AAFYY WEgo] He Aoz A3Y = A FAFE,
1993: 6), ©] AL FYr|ze BAoEA A 7AHAL FHY LS AAA
e 3 219 44 o2 FFHDE, 49 FAY AZF BANAZ IS
23" v GYER Y Iz 3w givkn AT 4 g Ao

Y Ay ze] AA ol AUER Y AEE 4 AMHe Bt
2. 28M FH72E FAEH (BHER) A FEER oldE & Utk 1
gy A7z o8 AARM F o dUT T2 AFL Wale oA,
a2z g4 uAdH s - o)d - A Fo] AHI|2E FA3E 8 EY
e A7)z oZ2AA HHEEE EE WA (HLER)MAE XY
o] d uzAsttn ¥ Aotk AAME AAALF ARLMF T BAF
o AxH WEs Fo Aol (ideclogy) & FLF WHFE ¥, 94d ¥
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B AANF YA E vim BAEA v dFE Y AR AAYE =T
o (AR, 1993: 1-15), A5 o]BAA &o 287 FHold FY 1
A9A =oE T3 Aol viEHtn & F Uk ®vE 1T o HE
dE, FH/Z & ¢4 AYo| old ‘FFA Ay FXE e FAY A
A5A 1g8td FFA 24 A7 AAHCR FHste W o2A, FHg
o Z8% o8 999 vtz HYAd et dE Aol

BA7|ze] $58 42 F2E Drors} Sabatersd] AWoME #9F 4 9l

t}.?) Dror(1986: 47-48)%& ALE|EAlo] st FH9 U8 £ g 1A
9 ojd¥dez EFgT @ AM3A 43 (the social-process level) & 21742 - A

AR A Azlel Ao AP FHogA, ‘=Ad A" AR == a9
2 Axel Frz FATo 2N nix] Toynbeet} Spengler 50| Tate Yol
Aty g8]m Q7HREe KB o] 2 o] & (catastrophe theories of human evolution

3) ‘policy paradigm’ o] E&f & &R} Kuhn(1962)9) ‘paradigm’ 7/1dS AE£3 A
dolgtx grhd, Kuhn o]F #ete] 2o uigh =Ao AHsste 7tedl, 713
AXNE % Heold ALE 18T} 39 Tl 29 Fo7A Pukstg Kuhng)
F4E g8t o A4 e o)L AAF BLE £9l, policy paradigme] F
A #3 728 ¥AT £ Ak 47N, Lakatos(1970) 7t Kuhnel sh2ithe
& #8rH AFE 2 13 (scientific research programme) ol@} 1 &lx, o] #3H A7
Z2 9L Z (hard core), R & (protectve belt), 73] (heuristic) Al 7HR] =
F4H9 vt Heds mdeicde 23 F2E 0¥ 5 At F¥e 5
A A7 9o BEgAojn V& Untge] HE HAY 2 EA, A" W
glol Mo A YoME HEFoJof &= P& vHEF Kuhno] sjziciqizl o] 4
2717 dEsial getgn . Ride Fd9 FHE Eudn e 2R3
7Hd, 7] 21 9 AA 2d& Aeste gAY z@o2A, AdHes AF
i 1 FAHE wE Poppers] wHE7MEA (falsifiability) @) 7434 wlssicin @
o, 23n SRR A7 BaE dHelx] ¥m AAFe] HEFE di7 4
A el A ATEHE dFe AP et FHHAEA, 1993), o9 #
o], paradigm Wel= AT FxFH AFo] YoM otF HmstA WA g=
paradigm #4%, v} 47 ¥te mini-paradigm F-&o] A Wztel Fx& <l
o g, dde Ed 29 WHE o T AYE ¢ A B Fe o
9} npAARAZ, policy paradigme] ¥3lel A FAF =2|& HEY A g L
A% F 3y Ak, a8 o wRMe At HeEEe] Aot
ARl A7z £4E Yehl F& 3% /Wdel ‘paradigm’ ol el
A, #HHde Fxe wAsE R =4 adig AA7IzY Fxe Wi
FLE F e /T =A7 2 £ dde FW AFsaa Fo



and progress) & ¥d3te FFolgtn @th. @ AAINE F (the macrore-
sponse level) & o] E, A, g AW T3 o] AFAFFEEAdE FH
A A A EA ] tig FHAT ALY HgFEolgan ) @) FT
% <5 (the mezzoresponse level) & t}F3t A3 EAlo 714 - @713 dlgFFo|
gt gk (oF 100e9dzte] Zepg il 7| E A2 ). @ VA
(the microresponse level) & 719jo]y =284, o|HA&A], A GA4s)EA
< FAA A dA AEF 2FYS T HEFEola gk

olgA BW, Drord] AE#A FEo|v AXNNE FF T3 2L & a9
sile THE AArY Adolm, FUHNS #& F FVIA ds FFL
2 =g At o} FAv|z=ert €@ £ i & ol
= Sabater(1988: 145; 1993)= dF9 FAFFAYA AHAFZAY (advocacy
coaliion) 7@ F4le]l ‘Ao YA WEo]& (theory of policy subsystem
change) o} A A A de]E2] M dH A 8] FZ (structure of belief systems of policy elites)
o} #Ast A =0 (FE) Y 52 =93tan vt I1e FY=Y(F8)
T2 @ AHE g Q1Y 2 #g A EHon FAA - A HEEI} Tt
A oEE - FEoEAM TR, HAE, SAER Y YA WE A
(deepcore), @ =AY 71 MAH & FE22A A5 44 *31—]—4 Rk
I #AEe 2R FAYTY AL F HA (near core), RS il
54 A e R FL =A% AR ded 4A HEg # 511.7’_ & 49
Ao od 94 233 PREN i}%"‘ ‘o] 24A 2%’ (secondary aspects)
o2 W3 vk o] F fAE A g FReke AY AfelAM Y g
Aol slojol FFAQN HA o Wsr} ““3‘?_“431 gt

S8 Sabatiere] TxA ¥l =8 Fojr, 29| Hie BE JHAY UF
YA e B3 FAr)ze ddolu, ‘T HH L AF HHAUEFS HE B¢
7b ol = AT FA] A7z A FEte AR ol T & Ut
& Aolth, a2 AF ST 2 AYrixe wgepRa AT (—EH 9 FA
o] FFAY WS dodle 78 §do] e FA £ + dxn, 2w
g 1 ¥ge olgn, Wgsiuels ofd Wsale]l gQlo] A7 FAH U
Azlel hEH Wsle dgE FHA dojue A7t BS ol#fEd & o
A= Sabatierd] =2] FolA T FAr|ze FFH FZ2E HI¥ F dx, olF
g Qo whal A FArize] wale] AN, FAANY =o27R] wHA
45 30es ¢ 7 Uk

l

fo

ol

2l
%

Ho oo

H
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2. Hay|xe| 2 T

3, A7)z FA Rl ug} Aoz s dehdn. A4Ad 9
FARF A2, FPP Y2, BAFANZ, SFAVE, wsFWNE, ¥
AR A7z, RAEFA/NZE, FARWNE, =FTHAVE, 2BRWNE, §
ARA7) 2, BedEP A2 T AEEAe A5 A2 A4 0 F2
e giAZ 2 e Bopd AA7|2E ERH d £ Uk BE oF 0¥
& HaAr|zE @ $£4F TzolM 2w o], FFHo2 I TYS 74
8 71| BUSAY FAHE Relg sk Aoz ERE 4 Sl

aelste %L FHRok oW g RopE wZ wolyn HH, 1 EofolA
A7 2E Y AYAA $HP oz shyule] olya B4d AST @k
Ad ZEAL #F FAr 22 FEH 71T 9 BH7zg AW dE
Aol B AREA 49 AYN2E AFE & Yok £ IFEAE AEd
7] St ‘UERE FAY ZEAA F& olgde FAV =G WHBAY A
2 93 stEagu g 1A A olgke AAN2E WS 5 s Aolth
£ gegiAel #d vz netandd F4 e 71z o
gxtg@e) 25 olde FH71z2E P BAduA & £ Yok oHE A+
AA7)Z Alojo] M2 HeHQ #A AT AAATL, M2 3FH BAY A
oz A 8. Az AEHE ZA7|2E AL, olF A% =3 SUA £
& A7 st S o FAE A7 dnh

&, Lowit F¥7F Aold 39 AL A&ein], of B /ol B
o7t X9 £8E gAA VETE I, AYH SAE AAEA, £
W A, A A, AR A, 74 A4 F wiAle F AR (policy ype) =
=9J3tgTH(1972). ol& 471X #HA f¥d HAVE, F e AN =E, 7
A" Ay z, AP A7z, 748 FA72 o we FHENL A
2 FAPEL duig Reg ofg £ AE Helw, 74 BAZNZE AMeld &
AT 2ol 5€ 9wl YA BNE £ F itz st

3. Muy|zol cixteld Txof mE ¥4, = HES 2H

QoA B oulst gol, FAr|zE FAH - $HAH Tz ALY TEE R
et} adsted 2% o8 /A FANZES 2 A 72 Sl MR 3
oA gAY BeA, Ee 43BAC At RS FISEE G2
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3H¥Ye2 UdEs F UTH(HAE, 1982: 43; AFA, 1997: 313-319; Hogwood
and Gunn, 1984: 101-152 Z=). @ 4ste] 84 - F Y|z 474 729 3
ol met el BA7IzG FF R 2T d9d ¥4 e F Yoz}
Act. @ BgA #A - FAr|zE0l 4E BUF 2Y Y9 rix=dE 7R
e BA 3 NZ2 2 7EE AY3te A U S, ol 2gF #A
o e Aotk @ 4F3 A - vy FHYr|=2E FHstnA A & 3
7|29 FHo] T of#YgA A, ol ME Eeu¥E 43 e AY B
Al sle Aol

54 242 1 34, 33, ¥/t 58 84 9 7l N2 gE )
g Tl & B4E Stk ol @ AFeA $HFH, £ ddEy F A
ZEY] BAE A9A ZAFA F& - 2FFo2H, 4 A FYYE
T (BURRER) (3] 8, 1993c: 25)o] W3l oJ3ts] A7)z FAsn

e

FACHE dAeH, ¥ES Vg5t Bs U AAst ste HAUE AvlE
o 4 ee] #A Asdde 39 3A712E FHE AL Lok 3
BE, I A7 Hlad BRE BE 29 ouigel a2WF 9 Helth
2y AFdANNE 2 BEEAY FHASH ' FEolv WA E AHdn
Z233te Aol oHE FARA ZHEE op|¥ A5t Bolxich 1dd 44
o2 Fehy, of" Y FA7|Folvpdl mat FHr|2L SAEe] AL
gt BA71ze 0 542 39 4oz SuAFE IR X U@ A
HANA Fele Aol AHA R, IUFEY AA Fo v ostd 34
Hau dstHn 2353, 37 (paradigmshif) = 2@ 717t A A 47
< WA EEA oot 21 R Aoz Y EFE AWz F
A, W3 Ee 230 FTTY YR qAEAd & BT BolA L,
IRE AR Dyl AH 2ZH HAeR o) Rl £ gt

4) Sabatier (1988: 145; 1993)7} “Hale] a9 AA] HFo|& o2 FAdES A
A Fxet BAZA AF H4, & AY, olAF F@Pez FEF L I
71x8] Wgo|&o] AlMste uirt Ak, W ¥ 9 Az Wsle o}F
Adx ZEA dojd F Ued vEd, ‘F A4 o 43T FA e A Yo
Zo| A5 AdA oz A &L 7= dold = sle AV =7 W ol
me}A] Hall (1993), Howlett(1994) §©] Kuhne] ‘paradigm shift F#toll 24814,
71 HEE /A n F4T A A9 AAEFNE A= dsid, ¥
2A G710 dX Foidez £Z3Q AR S AFse FFEC JHE
grtil & Ao, o] =RdAMe dY 1 =98 Y}
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) UFFAAY ool A2 I =9t WAZ AAA Y E
gk 283 AAAdle JAAE vEF JAAE) AY BE B 7]
22M9 7R A& E-ACR Eodtn a9 ¢E ‘o|dAH FHALD (hetero-
doxy in policy-thinking) (Dror, 1986: 146) & gte s A A712E =4 A - AA)
Ao A, YorA A 7)ZE (an alternative paradigm) &) 7}54 & B s,
Azt A7 2o EAE BXH3, AAddez ALt 2y dd AF
ZAHole UFF ol FI3A FWEY &3, 4%, 7, vidE &
AF3o] 4317 FE F Q1 B opiel, 2 & 2% - A gt A
st &3 #HdigvtelA A8 2Afe AEVIHY U5 EEL oHF W
FA Az A AFsle AYr|z9 EAE FEH GeHRE AA 2F
e 2 9% Itk a8y oA % B2 Il o7 A olfE BA
712 =& A 7129 FHAE (policy tradition) Ee F Y4 (policy
idols) (Dror, 146) o]l 4% A4S LAY 4 3le A= 4d Aol

Y RIFZvle FA7)ze ¥4, 23T dAste] FF L ‘IUheE AbEle &
A’ (state-society relations) o] #g FH o wa}l o7o] iz rt(Hall, 1993), H 3
A7 @4 B AFAQY AP A4 FH & dBde G EA (pluralists)
e, ola@Ad we 22 sE o|dG Foll ot g AH o] R
ZFiA 1 o] W b I AY AE FAHoZ ATz 34, 2HHL
Bglgitta 2o ol AAY 2L AEAH FZ(institutional structure) o we} A
Ao A st JAAF F 28| st oS FHI= A} 2 4 F
T (a struggle for power) 9] 4HEo] P71 zetn By #F otk o HlEH, 70-
80Ty olF ARFAMAL RN&AHE FFHEA IA dFFE FUt FAH B
A L t¥sE 27127} (theorists of the state) &, IH¥, APEE, FFPEE UF
HE Z7ht AHEe) olFide 2Ry APE Fxe] EYPAF ASES A T
7tolel dzstd 9 FAAY ARIIEC 3 I FAAA FHNZE
g4, 23, @AY B} ol F2 #8 %X (bureaucratic politics) ot 7 2
4% (policy legacy) o B 88 el FA7|=rt F4, =FHT HRte Ao
o 2¥s} &, 719 BEd oM F #HE AFahe #d (Hall, 1993) 2,
27} - A1E] BAY AR oldsinte 1 F7 999 AT, odFuy 2L
27t o7 At oplel, A&, A 4 2L A, AA AMIE 2
98 Ao g Fo Wy ES FHEozA, gdE It A3 #dA A
ol Agsittn e o] A3 AL AYr)x9 ¥slet 23L& HEHAY
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=)

37 (powering) o] THET ol A&, FT E AL, FAA, A
°l FEs AL Bolod TFEAY A S F787] Y3t ofo|t]o] (ideas)

g, AE ' AR G A4 (puzzing) 22X 9] AF9 ALgA gty
olgte #WHE 7H oA S ZAXsWA, otoltole] JEH mF itd =
7tk 2137 M2 AAETE Aol FEH ok drtn T3

ol’del HHEY FHL dd UFIv AN I gD, T,
shehe o, B4, 54 5% 9ed =g @ & gle Ay HEM 0|1,
HAY Futd globe AME Zd8 Fo ddn 8 & ok a2y B
& AA7 2 =97t FHA o] R U Al A EAY A9 A
o= @dsivte @I gdatth 23 Asle OdE Alng 2Fsa o
Atarel] #EAolw EFdhe ARFlo|RR, B714 BAHAM Ha A9 A
34 g =R et ¥ A7z =9& Agatn JAste 2
3 ABle AA Ala S A7|HEe] 73 E 222 AgshdA FHHA (pol-
icy innovation) 2] 7132 ¥x|7] vt & Aot}

ﬂllﬂJ ol

05

i @
o o o R

V. ZA71=9 AdH 7159 &4

ANz ddo FAAYA FH st FA & FstA T, d&
A S FAEA & Fof, 2o @ 279 FAEAE AE 7 WA & Eh
agn BA71ze 54 A% B, INE A5 0 F94E #raA 3§
FE T ANA 7lee FATT ol dutA sz AeE A &
dolM Awud ogn g

1. Msel M9 wE 23 SHI HYA

io

7|

or

Ao g 54 A& A

o

AABFY R VAL BAYHAPAN FA

5) RA71 27k AP EAY AL 2PeE AN EE FIA 2Eeln ¥ W, 20
7kl AAdAG A ofa), FARAL A% FAl, BAYY 5o} N5e

B2, AAEH M, FAdicty H4, 4H, &, 473 &5 T‘f@fs}i ¥
Briaie Adan, I FJyo Hrie w3, AA, & F9 Vv AF
A S& FAge] A4 HFY Bart dvk a8 2ulolA At %*zﬂ
o 84L& duldez o B2 Hart denz 7As & Aot
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g o =4 348 FHY 2= gAe2A od, TE 71H, sl Aoyt
A 59 QAER A 71EE e AL AR ARAAY oFF Adx
9e Aaolr. olAd FABFIN FHe) 2™ fANRAY B e
22 2349 758 sk ol AA72A Rolth. aelete] FAY 49 Ee
234 249 FA729 ASHT zad gZa) PA I Hu
CHHall 1993: 289). IRE AA71Z7h doks Wl $Y%n FRY AP
(144 742) 9 G4z goz HEH7) @Rl e,

2, HHolxet HMEx ol oIX| - A - HH HY J|5

Fu72E ded FABAS ETRe st EBA BARAT (EORIIE
e A5 UPE FA B 4BE s /R BRolFT & & Yt of
9% FA712E ‘ofd EAE A8 (policy agenda) 2N AHHT, ‘oW A
g WA E= dAsETt] BE A2 BYEL AR 22l BAAEE A
A 24 (policy problem) & o]® FFe| EAlo|n, o= A& Fadm YA} B
o 9@ ues 4Aoz Axeln FE FE FaT A5 B0 E A
A o AAAY Aoz FARATY 4714 DAL WH FRAA A
oz gAsy] AME FAEAT FTH seto] Badd, FANZEE %
AAH A4 24E 223 BASY 244 voto] shsaA ok,

3. MAMZEE - Maoiole] MEI M| J|F TS

A7z FAEAE Axstn 1 4] E24 BANEE A% SRE 4
Pz, BES 24 £ de FE@EAdD) Y ¥, 94} W& A
o, 2 % A4 Ao o= AALE 2HE £ YA & 07

6) £3 ‘BAl'E B A wol ARHA AFEM EAste A oR He AU
Shste], WANA oE A B AL ol 49 U2 olge W
Z29% Z4 (Dery, 1984; 2%, 191: 6)& AAFCHE 1o 2T =2f7 28
@ Aotk olgh 2 #AIH ) (problem definition) & & o HE3= TA F el
B A7)z

7) BAYBE 7L 2 gudeRe BR AFH 54 WEd 34 Ex HE 2HE
EE F dotn s, AA =98 29 23X &3 AYE Iz Wl B
@A nA ste HAHPA - 148 ZEegn & F A AYEE E FHLE s
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MEH #d FHEAS AFe2AM FARATY FTEA st FAtY
THY o] dagd, FA71ze HAAH JULLE FE8 o]E BAE
o FAA 2L FH7t 7bestA @k

4, FAEYD YAPote weknt J|1FE Jls

A7 zE AP FAH7)0) Bed AP YT A2 L AFHoA
A7) 20] F28 A YD FHE Asa o o FAEE 37
GAFNA NER A HA, B, 42 5 o2 FAEF (policy drift) E
WAsm, Hae AA7)2d ot g A8, 2 A8, g $A2 28
dad BA A RS A o 201V

AL B B4R (policy effec) = B Aoz Bux gt = 4
of 4% HAHA - AR - 144 ZH2A FALE (policy oupug) o] VERI T, 2
g2 olo}r Aelx 2344 THh=2A HAYE (policyimpac) E& B AA T (pol-
icy outcome) 7} VERGTE o171 urh HEAQ RS, F ZHAG} B
A3t $o Ado] w2 ZABA} oK (HREE) AQe) FHAN 2 ¥
Zol & Aa%sle Agol ¥k,

e 97 gt olS@ AF AN AYZE o A9 JouM Agr|zt
Helle 248 & AT 247 243 ste FPFFezAe) B 5a
o, LS A2 FHo] A Urte o] 3AHY FHY C]R7HA 9 AL g
SEA & 7beol sieh 71N FARE ojd 8ol B uy A
712 Bn 49 Ee 39, olud AHoE FIAT F e Beld FAA
&l 1 F sUe o] Mot dAZ FHAYYF & AYEH e¥E F
TahaA a1 dsle gl BAEAHS E A HeluyA g Bt ohzt 433
o2 g AR E gdstad F7ete A PFY = o2 FY
dedl, o FfdE A5 Ade] Az AdH} LA 2 F e F
AZH AHERS] 5% E@2Yrle w7t oIt wtebs B Aat g 37
Z2E TYA T F e AAe AT, BEA =9 fois o8 L FA
WEe Xt n FARA FAHE BRe FAVIZ 2 Fddte Ao &
Aol& Wog 71 s F Nd< AHEE AE Adstnal @t

&3 B9 434 Y& wAshe e, VEEAY Bl FHe F3H
849 7o B o Aoz /MY FR3tn ¥ £ e AA2E B
2% g7t Sl

8

Rl
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b, S&E 24 U Hot 2480 UE et Jls
@

AR 2RI SuE BAS, AU
A4 B AT e A 5 4BE BAY oY 8287 Yo

ANz o]8S 2R &59 U sREE 83

st AdaiA sEch. FA7IRI} e A A9 A4A s H
2 gegaty vlad BYstA JAAAEE & gle 71EE A3stn g2id
€9 i) 4&& ot v AdlA HE, AME, <), EFV1EA § =Y
A, &84 BYY A5 #ol, FRo] utd V2= W HoF =Ao
FH glo] A&d = Urh(Lowi, 1988; Tatlovich and Daynes, 1988, 1993),

V. AA7l=ze NEH AT Fo 74U 9A

RA7127k AAAA WX A A9, P2, A%, L 53 B, o
W@ Add BYS 23, ofF ARER UM YTt Avusz s

1. o |xe) HEH &4

A7)z AGH SHoRE AR, 7B Y, AAH - IAA 9
4, 3 5% 338 £ 4 Aok AR AEA S LN & vk gol
AW 3 AN AAY B4 BhRolslucke AHoldn ¥ 4 vk

1) SAXY

AA71z9) 7P BAAQ BAE 230 BAE ZE 3Ae) Wy, 47,
g, B4 So| AA suel U (paradigm) T FHA gene) 2H WABD 7]
oM ATE YHITE Mol LFold L FEEMM oV 224e BE
W 7 B (remplate) (Hall, 1993: 284)0] H& RS Loln, 48 29 37
¢ He @4el oy FFe ABY WPy 229k 2US WYY E AE
ol olulols] YANEE Fold AL Hatd ojgl /A 4HPAL Ue
e folo] He 449 29 VRAE 4894 B fAASD . oA
QA el 7N NS B4, UP == Wk Uz o, 18 39 29



23

A st s B A F e P9 fHYAE JehlE 9€90] H
T A FAHA 7} w2 FYr|zelt,

olg{dt £ wiol, FA7|ZE FTHH (master policy T+ megapolicy) o]}
FHEYB A (grand policy) 3 th2t}, o|E2 T Ao AA JyzAg H
Ast 2AE Tete W, FA7IEE ol &l WAse FAA (5, 1988
89) Ex Sotoz walm F#AA (leitmody) (Hall, 1993: 292)o] sj@slr] g
olt},

2) 7|2 7txld

AL v Mg dEeAY et PHste FFEFOIh 2 F
A A7 ze 7124 71 & dEaAY A () st} rdde TFS
T3 #¥do, AV 2E =93te AL 7|RAoR SEY &, AE aElm
AAZE AGA FAHD Aok terte: Fdflel AR TERAY A
el Ed fldlM, 2 424 dES 25 dF Azl AA A &staxt
she Az 2t AMRE BA4E Bddte EFelth o2 AT Al AAd
T w7128 M E 33 AN =4 Aol FAvIzgn & Aoth

ol2igt BA7|Ze] §A wFol HEA - FAH FAEol I AAY =2} &
EW 4% F8 323} (suboptimization) 7} obiet, $-2l9) &3 AbE|st AA
7b Feke - 2Rt o g2, 2dA s @ 2RAA - AA AR A
5t 7kalste] A (Churchman, 1968) of f-off waf ¥lz4a 2 AFAY o771 2%
g0 & + A doh

3) MAN SN AN
A7z 2 AA2A e BeA] FAHQA PEAYE /M e e gle Y
o JABNE R3ng, it 98§ ‘Ae B gle 2Rl #yez Jeid
F ok 28ln aRdx 1% F43dE 7184 71X E Fdstn e WA=
2, 712 7l B4 84F oz, dAW ‘A Bolojol st} 9 e gy
A dwol AAA dez BdE 4 Uk 2aAM E3 o FAA 4] daA
wEol 74 9w Fdo] gt

4) Boty
5% Asld 47122 AYE FA7EE 1 A3 FHAR T commit-
men) © 24 S4& Revh aclm A8 347127 2 ANTHAES @
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o Az, oAl 548 AA FFE AANG §F AL Aol UFAH A
A5 AH G AS, 3 FHL 53] 4T AEA Y] 442 Fed 19
& ouloly AAE A7z 7140 APEE A=z & ASA%
2A9 A4E AUH, dAd NFF7ie FArze] A AES ARSE |
53 9u|g e agln 3o £ AASAYe A FA7IzE dF b
A " g, H% T AEHA FHE ) sta, Fad w dd
oju 2E Fo widRYA AN g% FHE HAste A2 E U,

2. ®u|ziE2lel F2 THOIX

4ol o 7ix FH A2 =g& BA8 BY, O FYr|zEY =2 =
& 299 B4 AP, old&Ry] 5o ojFF Ak glu, #e AAde £
29, 714 o2 o|Fz A& Ut} olE FHr|ze T4 UAEL B
T QIzh, AHE, AlA Sl g 94, i o] st e Ag & WEG A
o] 71¥A0l s}x, Alx, Ad, A% F - g FHrizd #F NF B
A2 VeRdE “(big) idea,” “ideology,” “philosophy,” “principle,” “theory” 9| 7H
d - & 9uste v, BAAHoZE fABIR AR B8] PR o3& 44
< AYz ot 2FA¢ FAr|ze BAE g4¥ F UA & Fde vl
AN, AANzzele F8 A AAES AT EIE Ao

1) At

A7 | zEe A7, A, AA o dE FUE ADAARN, dAHA
U AgHez gy e o4n A% fHdn A & THF AR
9 dA% AMFE B2 e AUt Hoh 53] APEE 74 dAg Y 2
A AgFE dehl FE AR £ A 7AE ste S7H4 A F47
z9| eI & FAstn Ad AAES Awatn 7 2 F8E A} Hl &
o #d RFIvbelM FUFR AVEE ¥ A w2, 23 T3H A
A7) 2 ol A WA} FNFRA, telAet #¥E o5 42, AAAE,
BEARA, 3NH 2R 24, AR A9, 2230 4F 338, A
BEAAE, Yhdn § AFA ALY X HFE A=GE RS 1
g1 A E 712A%0 d¥de A9 =rHd HE, T2AE HAYFA
A, 2227871F9 A% £ 25, 2249 =5389 BE, LARIEE
o BE Fo AL 25 EXI7MPEA FHr1ze] wdclsan & Aeid.
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2) olHIg&7|

old&27le e AATE FAHd Fa, o AABE T3k EAse
AA S vt sitn dzste AAE A4stn FrieA AET. BAH e
271(e1d)7F HolatA v nF3 7 282 747 2 &% dFo] FREA
te 334E st APsued, BAH 23t 33d vkstn A3
Bzagol vind &8s dojun e FEY A8 vatst vF Alelde 1
oldl&271e] vRE Aold we} e zteo]7} viepdt} (Furniss and Mitchell,
1984: 15-54), ol& AAR}HPAN F88 HASG AFE FAse olH R4
olejolal, Ao ol 27| ATl HUS Ze olKE B FTH(Tribe,
1972). oldl 22717} BA 9 Ao AAdte AAle 538 FH7|E 2ot
5 od&zrle B4 451 A4 <A He 49 Ee 334 54
oz2Mel A7 z9 =2lE FAe F8E dA7 Ao aElEtq o &R
T FXAYe F4egs AYY FE dA FPANA Fa, ddA"RS 34
SRe 2Ed hEE EHYorVe g

3) Mg

ARG ] FAREL A4 A - AP E Tt A gFor & PEo|y o
9§ BEAAY EAC dgte 7EAHA Bzto2AMe] HEE Zm Ay
=g Az, FAH A ol HA Pl wddux wHsA He w
g, AHe Azt P Hu & F vk oJRo] vtz AR {FAHAL
2 &34 He FYriz=Y 74 QA9 sl dEe dozn & Fel
o} o] Wyl A2 FAATFAM HEe] FoA #AL Holn T
tHGoodin, 1982). AH7Z=ele NI BE o AT w9l Hgdx 9
g}, 22l3t9 ole thEd] ol &RV 2A Y AARE FABH €t

4) 2zl 4y

ofl A7 zE 1 BoplN Pel 85T YA, BA FAS A5
A48 4 sk 2Ue2AY EAQ 4 - 45 7283 WIE sk o
Ad, @8 Y ALIZY Frhe A Vs ZARA Do) 24T
+ S wdaolel au, A9 AFARE FAYL L WEAHE K
‘o me B WE SN, FAE 49422 A8 Ak w0 AfdE
% 8 B9 oy Agel $7 240 ASE FANRL Ak ¥R 2E
g5 4 U ® 28449 zeded 39 F7 288 B dshe

o
=
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& T+ e %S $YE Mg #9 gvid BEE =2 5 A

7 98 1 7127 ke 280E VA8 FEH) Lol sEDE NYES
o RF o we, dFaLAL FANA G3HAY 2F 2HE Rope] AR

e 55 1%& A8 AL FA3e dE & 4 Uk a2 37| ze=a
= ?é‘é} e 948 - 9432 o shA BE A FHE) HEeE +
€ THeEMe 712 ded - deF 49 dey 43¢ udda &
7 1D‘r

5) o|&

BAAETAE Ast7] AR AAo] FAHA FAAe|, T AAHA
HAARR, 27 HAe] 7 Foddte ARFES 2 UEY 99-27 B
of g °l& & /A2 Ut AR AR EANM FAEA 2283, 3
AEAL H2E At Aol TR, oA HHo| o o HIFE FE& Ao
A (A, 443), ojd o]8& o)FA d&d=tol et FHo] st AT
e A9 4] gEtitta @ Aot add AW NzEE TAeE
o]&2 ¥ I BT A FE FRI(Ee FEY F dE) BuEHon
AAZE oY o (Ee 7hsdol e W) vlzee] AAd AFY o) &l
e},

6) 7Hx|
BAHG A FoAste e FrPY o) dHolga Adse HAE AV FA
Hgol FAstAA, HAHo|AY EAFoz FHd B rxEeE P&
AN (e Al Ao 43 7IxE Adstual e, %A ddstan
e H7E w2 A7 2E E TSk 3 A7) e Aot #@dRew
TFAH AR 28E FAVI2E 2 AP #F =40) ol A U 1
2o} 3919 M=oz vistE s A4 B aglsle] A e s
& Ao 5483 #AE 23 vk (Fischer, 1980; Tatalovich and Daynes, 1988;

Rose, 1991) .9

9 Rose(1991: 8, 12)= AJZ= Yo wg AP A7)z Wzl 7, 1960d)
uZel Mamel A (Waron Poverty)o] 1 34 W@o] A7} ohizh 1l
2ol tisld F-ClQ7E djof Bl 272 e Jhx| 9] AP (ashiftin values) 9]
AFete & B3 Ut
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M. 2 o

FAHA A AARoke] AxQAst A & A, F3h, od, A, o
£5¢ 1% Pojol APAS odf ZuA APHT wdgel gun. a2y
IE HE BAR] AFASNA FH Lol BE LdFoln BALY A
4 AZHA S A4 ol2e, B 1A FA =g APN BAT
AR, A, o, A 5& 2 F84UF A AFHA 4 2 5
W72 o] o] B ol& FA AAR Asted, BRG] FAY, HAY
3 m7%ed @ W F2A ool YAIE Hn, YAHoR: 3
3 on] Sl ABNBE ol ZohlA Rekn UE FHel BHL ¥ & Utk

= ATHY B FAA BE drlodNE FA T FA7 29 1G5} el
52 A GuAE Ran e WAL & A dAHoz FAA 2 &
AA GAG SERG FS0 A7 2 BRI B9l vised, 94 FA
Nz} EAsln, 2AE BREA Sad A7 FASY & Fhs 22
2 £ AEAY, AR FAST VA FAYES BANIEA B3
ERE PAY 5 EdE, ol ¥ Aot /g% Bele F¥en A
A gl dkn & 4 goh B3 AF S @ o Y AWl
A4 ARAEe) A7z BG A4E AEA ST, AW PN ABA &
Hol ¥gete FA1ZY W, FPH, ¥E 52 AW AFE sl A
A7k B, dAle FA71ETE BUQA, 1 FANRE 28 3RS AWz
QeA, o 3P4 dE ded FAizEddl o A ARE AeA, A
2¢ RA7z2e Aol Basn o AW 7Y AT 5 Ad&A, 32
o) Aol® FAy)z2e AL FPAn YL WA, FAY R ¥ =
% Agetn FA7|Z Aold WFH AL A¥sn AeA T BE YA
o) %4 Bag Aol

oA RATEY AAYIAEL 53 WAl @ £AH o|AE £RY 55
2 A%A E 299 oin2 dAs ok s RAY, BAT A7 oA
£ Sme 744 A BArols) AEAs} Hn 3 AFA WE 49
3 gnlzAe 37129 J)%, 54, W8 B4 5L vz Aysm, P
94, 49 223 Woke W HPl AAN BTz ¥4, 27, ¥kE |
gatn Belal drhedl @79 ML obrlA) gelok @ Aelth S WAl
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H.ownzd . wEad Aoz AZY AArzY, A3 ¢E AR
(unexamined policy paradigms) 2 A% & H =/ (policy dogma), A ##7 (policy
phantasm) ] @ F2F¥ Hleojvtm, 1 il o Aretal 7} (iconoclastic process) o
H)§ (Dror, 1986: 144-147)5l& Mtk Aol Aol o], QA - RIF
A . B2 43 L nste FHE FEdle FAANE o] Fojok & Holn.

olo] wte} o] APE R AY FAEY A=t He 7124 - AAH -
4¥A 2ASE B ke Ndeg Fo, 1 o]&E FHYY F8Y o
ool shtaes $48 WeAYE AVSHA, A7z A o8 F4E
3o 2e 47E Zuste A7 E veln o FRA FA72E BT o
Folt}, Yoz olst Ze AMz A MIH =oet tE], FH7|ze
Mg o3 AUdEo|2el HAES 4, AArz Wg AHEH §94, 7]
= ARz 239 A BG4 Fol BY FHY| 2P| 8Y =9, 19
T3 AYAQY A2 A7, =3 o vort 4 4 AH gope] NEA F 7
Zo] B THA AEe o277z AHy|xe A AT 99 e
23 Yo Fda & 5 Aok wey FAge) A EHd vFo] o]Fd #
o ge ANY AFE rldstazt g

FaEd

AW, TS BsATe) e, Ag: w1981,

142, raAAANSY Hety 46 B 47, FdUsm ded 9P
upAl Shel, 1997,

AWA, RAFE AT A, TRFARLR, A7 A 4E(ALI),
1993,

AN, PAREe A%, AA%, & & 9(FA), A WEA, 1982

299, ABAAY HBE A% Yo Fze 9y, TETAAS R, 3D
&, 1992,

L tsee gARW AAY AY,” TeIRAdgnn, $4 A2,
1993,

walz, AR, Ag I, 1995,

wdd, “RaAs ze FANY dods YA T2 ANtn AsHeteE
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A, A48 A2, 1995,

., AANEY AdA BT F8 TFAAAL" AU e AR Ht=E
A, ALSA A 13, 19%,

ik, MAH AriE HAE A ANEY Nz w3 AR R,
A3, 1992,

F3E, A2 FAY &S AP A Flze B, 2P AgGR, 3

73, 1992,

SEE - o7 - 914, FHEEA ARl FYRY FIAA, TR
B, TP A2F, 1993,

Ldd, "FARAEY Jz¥ste aAAFH ANARE,” "PH=F, ASH
A1z, 1997,

A4, AAGPE, NEH, HE: HHEBRAL 1997,

o, oA geEe FYuY: FAPYE FHR TFITYPFER,
A27E A 1E, 1993,

YA, A AN FAE AR ANYHY Az 3" (@RI,
A3, 1992,

o, EASS ARG Az -FRvode] AeS FHeR” TP
=3, A33A A23, 1995,

3 W, V2P 43 247 TaFHYAAF A, AE FEEEdn

r)l

/

S9, 1981,
L, "ZTEAe 349 A8, TPPIAR,, 3 W (FA), e dYR
3A}, 1988,

., RAFAY N8 23,7 TnAFARGARA, AE: FUETFEN
54, 1993(a).

., EUHEES AAsY &4, TngAfdenA,, ME: FHETY
254, 1993(b).

, ERARY MYz} ALY, IFFALNE, BH A2 3,
1993 (c).
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