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(13) A. Etz oni, A Comparative Analysis of Complex Organizations. New York: Free Press, pp.5-8.

(14) F.Rouixe, Bureaucracy, Politics, and Public Policy. Boston: Little Brown, 1969; P.M. Blau
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Boke crelA BAS e detddez Fyrdch. L Sharkanskye  ZAHLECGR
(public pol c¢y), B4y (policy outputs) ¥ B E (policy impacts)e] FOT-E EFHEE

(18) Y.Dro , Public Policy Making Reexamined. Scranton, Penn.: Chandler, 1968.
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AEE s AogA, 2w ol HE AT A #BE FAESE AoE vk o & Fu
Aok -l A BT AT BE, A, EEBHA 2 AL #(F s, IRIGE
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19 s A4 S8 2w EoRe HALS BHle REES S4 Boke EWHE e
b, BRe BN Sollw REETEET Aot B FEURT Aol Aedl #fF FAEd &
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(19) Ira Sharkansky, “Environment, Policy Output and Input: Problems of Theory and Method in
Th - Analysis of Public Policy”, 1970.

(20) Th mas R. Dye, “A Model for The Analysis of Public Qutcomes”, 1970.

(21) Ke neth C. Land, “Theories, Models and Indicators of Social Change”, 1975.
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(24) A. Etzicni, “Two Approaches to Organizational Analysis: a Critique and a Suggestion”, ASQ
Quart. !, 1960, pp.257-278.

(25) G. James, “Evaluation in Public Health”, American Journal of Public Health Vol. 52, 1962,
pp.1145 1154.
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of Research Finding”, Herbert C. Schulberg, Alan Sheldon and Frank Baker (eds.), Program
Ev luation in The Health Fields. New York: Behavioral Pulications, 1969, p.569.
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(32) e, MusAtEBEER, AdAb 1975

(33) D.}. Roth, et al., Approaches to Rural Development in Asia Vol. I, UN ACDA Kuala Lumpur,
1975, pp.26-29.

{34) M.7.S. Rao, “Socio-economic Indicators for Development Planning”, International Social Science
Joi rnal XXXVII, 1975, pp.121-149.

‘35) Murray L. Weidenbaum, “Program Budgeting—Applying Economic Analysis to Government
Ex renditure Decisions.”
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(36) Dennis L L1ttle “Social Indicators and Public Policy: Some Unanswered Questions” at the:
1974 A 1nual Meeting of The American Political Science Association, Palmer House, Chicago,
Hlinois, August 29-September 2, 1974.
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@ HE EE R e MR Rah O FRRY B Lo, @ ARl ek BGTOE G e
2E 4f S4E Bt Sol Slth

FEET A HPIREel e A dai Al Jiike skel AN mEAl A= AR
ggol vt 1 ybell HiQl Flie2x FEw cleter] sbsdtvh = mEVvee 2a
g Aol & F Ur] Aol BEE] oot Jorel RS BT o ok olE ik
UfE (pr xy measure)of] o] q @iiEe] b et O

A FES FEMNE 2 w317 A HMRIL obd IR o7 FHES Y
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(38) Br an MacMahon, et. al., “Principles in Evaluation of Community Mental Health Programs”,
A1 erican Journal of Public Health Vol. 51, July 1961, p.964.
(39) Ca ol H. Weiss, Evaluation Research. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1972 pp.41-42.
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$7b wrh Z @k gEEA 9 WROF B AvEmel 2 ohdh ol U kiR
CFEZE wheb shebe Ak A9 olnl A Adeh 2t EEE AR ol
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3. BT RiBR

Bel fTH el BBslaA dhe BN BEE REMk A8, ok 2 BTS2
gebed, BH ] BT w=A ol @ FWE dFel & Fololof wiakA st whepA
ol Ay AT BIRE A AT WR BEO ARl okl HTel RS M
b fEEEel S iAtES BREECIAE A ek welok vk #EAT HMRE ol
e oF-o RHEBMY Mg ME (scientific verification and theory) el fffifo] %3 2
o2 AL 8BRS T8 FalA Arilel BB s E S ok F e E e
B2 78 T3 et avbE e 2 vl WEkE cb3 ¢ glel. ey o
AL g FE Eobsle] kel MBS s, METCEE AS-, @RI E g
3, ARS BBt BlAdte S HEEER RS Mo FIEM EBC] old o] R A

%

gt ofnl REIE Al b SR EG BB R irEl KGR Aol ERRES
L “BHEBHI"e MR oA FiRMEiy 2 HRIEBRy PRE (pre-scientific and post-scientific
understandings) 9] fHife] <3t ol Z-& o} Fu| FHEBo| o] Felvtn drlatn [lEe
2 FoAA] el oylefm AERM e MHOE Snchs EHi&e]l wRE e of i i
Kol Adrt.

2 ng BHRETe Mege TERMEReIA meh &Atael Aol £k R
of &k Firel WSS A7 Sl Az BERD - 2R - K S el ol sl shnl
MU - RS AL BORERKEE ol Fol Feolok drh. zulsp el EREITY West #
(40) D.C. Cap1to, op. cit,

(41) Andie L. Knutson, “Evaluating Health Education” Public Health Reports Vol. 67, January
1952, p.7t.



el # K RS A Aol o St BREME AL REE MRS Sid ok vk <&
2 T HARNY AR« BRETY by ARidel A Bt WRE-e A oke] vhA A

£3] & BORE BT W AR B, By S8, e B, S - e BR
ORE gy BREE el dvk ool whab ARNY o N0 o fEERY - IREIY HEEdel B
Griel EME s SOTHEEE Sl F25lel B o frel Az Jifliol Flelbvh. el o kel A
= b Al el wheb WEgALe A A olsl me e, o AR EEgel Ml
miel ok ol & BT Eolet: BERRol A BUREMITEZE A ol A A flof ok
Sk F QA ES B gAiol o KA A B ow Bzl AR Efrel &t RREEAITE
olokr] F. FhE i KR BkE% (mechanic strategies)e] fj@fol ol Edfel WECH AT
& R S e b ol#sl e Ak AT i A s 2 R ARk, B
fo, #i 2 ERe BT E AR 4onl ol F FEREAA TEACl o RN Bl
% Ztz o4 IREoZE fTHEE BURS #iTd vrtel stestE AESA "Hde FE T
Zotel Sehe Himge]l gEo B ol & MM ol st % a Ao = g e Bl
iy HR; (organic strategies)elvh, Lfr3 Afzkiie]l Sobe HEReZ  BOLHEITS IS}
MAE 2% ¢ A 52 Hege Sdch o] & dEE zhdd Anleislz 3t

3.1 XY BIRE

QAL ERE A A 2R el REE s ARE da o e ARt g
71w Eel AR e ELE A "k :’—EV]TL.‘?’_ TR BORE 7 olel B
& RiGelop han, mE A 4508 MEET Aot ol E& T 4 lelor ¥
o} (iden ification of leverage points). o] 3t I Qe wlo] Fisr ol
Qebiz ez WspA 7] olel #T el WEREAy RUHS el Fofof
B ol e gF W el Togeol ¥ 4 9lin FHY 2 BHME AA S Ak 40 F o]
A AL A datel TEAe SR A Issue salience), [3) J(power resources) Bl [l 55 |
(agreenment) &= QlWhal o] Ao ol =i ifvel HHHTTel IRAMS 2 Toln 2

of g < gt

o] winel A [Eale] 924 1ol 2k BUEGTHL Bteel BEHS olmgE Ristm
apip Fol & AlLol i Qlpolvh. FMel puii¥e] BWEE R

g olaf plol Al FaAdel Q145 4 glon] oA ple] Eiel Bl KBRE v
Zlgk of ol deolrh gl BMml KBS <rbvh wa Qe AnE ZAFE A9e

(42) D.R. Bunker, “Policy Sciences Perspectives on Implementation Processes,” Policy Sciences, 3:1
M rch 1972, pp.71-80.
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#efhs . R wet AF - FGSHA A AFE Hohor St € A A9 B IEK
ol Al HEe] £ o] sl o) AL Tik#e Hete® =8 ST A, Ty @
A TBOATEERS THH3, zRaidbEoR Jss A

olf fsl =z @ HEoE Htet, BEE Foldto] ikl WEE A =3 u
E B ES $iTE Roldh Aldlxw BhER, RH, #BE, ®ESS 2 By shilel #
B =fol 2 w7k gk AolE o] MESHY KTl A “BEEME T “BOEHE" A A
g 2 dglel oAl RES MEMmez Y voisle sel Ao
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3.3 FHnY giex

Bt el A 1 T2 AL Boke Jig Aete dolth o] Fee FAMSE oF
Ae CFEEL) ] B BUREES] A AfEE o ok BOES BEHRES T
A7 e Aoz zasta vk volrt SBEVIA R #BiuA7e AeE A Zsert
vobr] BEBEAE BEAIE Ao mHsta kel el Boke g 2
FAI o] olell o gt #hmy A ZiEs A 5 odbel wlvh #EZ oz Y & 5 Bk
R ddie A9 F BRI S8 T AAxael Ags ook et so olokrlE H
Fdetd, ofd BERol 4l WEM By 2Ede Aolehd 2 BRe T vl
T Q. FMEE vlad "Rel A wghsteh. wetA gEged AAE ¥ A ek
ol friyel b HEER BMLE GEsE Bokel e ol #Hige £A4 FE AFsd
ol gl BiFo] H7tskAl H8 UG PITBMAAE @ st B2 w9y 29
T A7 o BRE BE A -y vdEveAs A @t wol HEd s
AA 5 o Aol o BULHIME 2317 W AR AAFATE A el 57
o gt FEAA 2 AFE LE oot vk zE v B BORel B BN
dl Foll g Aol obel Al KR KTl Bkt vldol Ay HEgS Wit k=4
doshi HAch oy wiwl 4 BN A 44T F dt EEEES HEd @3
Flgol F83 gle] Hoe g 7198 Folof &l

HEg Y Bege ot A 23 E€F flv AL BORS ffitEel of. ox Euelv = K
o] A% i Y¥ Bokmbiol 2 ¢z =3 R Hte] wet Wats] mieieldt. o]y o
BiRS A=k A5 obAl A AA vzbohe BEES obF Fa% deldh

B r ZEAS Agd AL F dEe HOBYRET (self-renewal capacity), 2=2.9] 7
ol Eelv mdg e HOHHMLAES (self-purification capacity), 4 @& = 5T =+
9l % 7t 77 (compensatory power)%-o] 1o ok qvh. BURE{TE BN A Ze ol #
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