A ek 2 gt [Linder & Peters (1989) 5 s p @ £ & 3 (2010) 2k se il A

& (E %) pp.357-359.)

FeR A B RA FTR =0k SL R AF S
B 7 * % AT g R R IER
R S Y BRI E RmL1E

JAN W%b 4 (state capacity) — B R (Fcfr) L F G L F

énh)
"
/
).3
Ny
1~
hulg
N
=
[y

(R FIeT M F R - o s TR A2 ]

AN AR g sk (policy subsystems ) AF EAR R — B B (Fo ) T $2 AR

A e SR BRI AN f?ﬁs—gzﬂ?f BB g e s o [ 4
Ak g K2 BRE A AT RRGERR SR A TR M 3]

5.

7T AL R RREFAEARAAL R 24 Ta b EREAFEEOp RGP (254)
[100% =]

FHERRPFFAL IFET = BRFEA NG AR B 27 (case studies) » 4§
d #3222 (model building) > @ I 55& £ @ & (syntheses and revisions ) o i
ZBREER A - BAPME ™ot H o (254 ) [101% =)

TEREFE R LR RS A E R AT AR T s s §
PEFRLFA TR ERE Ee ol o BFARRP A AT FEe IR REE
e (25 2) [102R#])

Goggin, Bowman, Lester & 4§ ij&ﬁﬁ‘l&»
O’Toole g2k
- N | BEAYEe L FE Al | d A T HON S 038 (rational
HEF|KRFBE2LPN T o model, Dunsire, 1990 )
Y AN AR EA /A & A~ & % ( Nakamura &
(1) BRBEPw > 3L % Smallwood, 1980 ) :
fEfp 4 (Z@HiE) - () seidlzemiR~iay n
(2 &RFflEe BEEF I H 25 R T2 B4R -
BPREEIDHRIFATZP | Q) AP ZEAHAGTHF ®IE B
frfRd 2 BEREBER —F R KL R R
2k LV A H o F%"‘?EB%—"
B) BRAIE EEABEA|(B) FRAHAFLARFTEI RS2
Bx2 ¥ 218 o
A EF Y H ¢ Pressman & | (4) FCRFP TR T4 Bpeit ~ 2ok
Wildavsky % - e e FORFUT H R A
FEWP =~ B@LE F*Ln‘%m—’ o
AN f H ¢ Sabatier &
Mazmanian (1979 ) o
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A
(1)

2)

g*%i:
w%m; ’@ﬁ”@ﬂ

l”‘ %‘ £ 7?? ?7“2‘ E
ﬁ@i'ﬁ‘%ﬁ#ﬂr % 12 /rrﬁ Z. ¥
EHBRTFIEZR
A A Edward
III ~ T. B. Smith ~ Van
Meter & Van Horn % 5z

R4 A

d Toa st s I (post

rational model )

/\ A A &8 (Hjern & Porter, 1981;
Elmore, 1979 ) :

(1) FRPFER B~ 5~
’f? T A% R

Q) FRPFHE Z a2 pANER
i 4% ( process of consensual
self-selection ) —Fe ik 44 (7 {415 %
ARHEp TERGEE PN EE
G- G SN S N 1| ?;'*Ff &
BE B -';"i’%*iﬁ—“ﬁi;ﬁf?iiii ’ %’ﬁ
B *ﬂ; o

(3) Fiks *Lﬁf% 35 % =21 (program
rationales ) > @ 2t % %‘f« IE—’_ 14
(organization rationales) ¥ % &
ﬁﬁ?iﬂﬁﬁaﬁ LS o
1 e %rw 4 % Bt A &

4) 7 *;:m*{ 74 %B’» At AR
%M‘W%F%\bﬁ’ 2
W ‘ﬁ I, B & I% B o

(5) PR FEARNZE F TR
Rl fhadises oM % o

(6) F st KA FHT AR N
M~ ~ARapd $8 a2tk %
fhz dpd~ 4 o

U)?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%iiﬁ

Riad

B ]%L (re01pr001ty)
{2E8 o

A\ A%\Pi‘ﬁ : Hjern ~ Porter ~
Hull ~ Hanf % -
PR\ EFERGEGE EMORBET] | EE T S —(1) kRGN
ey A Tt R ER () F
Yy - Goggin, Bowman, Lester | & H - = %2 &= 7 ,ﬁf#’ e P E AR %
& O’Toole 2 ¥z {34 {7 &L iﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ*ﬁ TipAR Y T B Bl

AR

2 ACF 11 % Goggln Bowman, Lester
& O’Toole hpe {7 58 5~

# o

S
ES

(2)
3)

ﬁE-
éﬁ%Lwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁeiﬁ%%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ”iﬁiéﬁﬁ

'1]91 %FE.PHT?]E‘A -

FpegrEirE

i A

(4) B £ Middle-Out £ (FHS R B> Y A MY 5 i g B/

I PR TN €Y

PR k)

(5) FPEEARSFH B L pTnB % o




15. John Kingdon % “Agendas Alternatives, and Public Policies”® # % g % | (policy
7}‘3\9&,\‘0‘;}4@ {"P‘%‘:u\:&/d"’_rlllr'/% #gr&gq}%l???ﬁ‘ﬂqo[95i{"]

window ) Z_

A BB {5 (Garbage Can Model ) [51 % ~ #2312 A

Process in the Modern State (NJ: Prentice Hall ) , pp. 90-91.] .

# o4 F M. Cohen, J. March, J. Olsen (1972)
Fpig |- iege AR -
G e |9 () AEMPA PEER () prei KA -
RAGFHY | w8 LA e cy@ se ik i (organized anarchy) [ 02
e ST | LG R FRF LR ] TS () R EDRE
Fag (problematic preference) * -3 4§ chify 4 3 fEE > WAL F P 3 TR AL
wHa A4 R o (2) 2 Praait (unclear technology ) — 43
HRBFEAOAEEN G AR FR % T %%E‘ AT A
SHCE - (3) Rdseng gk i (fluid participation) — %27 ¥ 3 F %
“ﬁiﬂé}}a #Tm,j—\j\—ﬂzﬁ: *>3Z 389 6 o
LAOR R SHAREAT LA FEIE A BrAR (HAapFLn
B) ¢ iEd i & FiE(T ‘&iﬁﬁﬁ #Lmua, RELEE
B e f
(1) RREer B 0 RPA3EE F & 5 RAEIE (salience) ~ p$HE & 1% o
(2 E#% m’r@‘%’r ERPN AT F TR R e
(3) i Lﬁ\ﬂ shig = LR H T R~ JE - JIE -
(4) P KE j—ﬁ\Fﬁ BN A TS
A 5 v £ o3¢ (Multiple Streams Model )
# o4 E John Kingdon (1984) -
% Ae | PRH AR i 1R
% R SRR r K hA AR o
B R FEAIEERE R A A FTRREAFEL S EMAL o
Kington #- % 3 i (2 802 % & - A2 R 42PF 2 fL2 5 5§ (policy
window ) —FC R T 11 A& 4 ehE 4% o
¥ 2B R | (1) FEEir (problem stream) —FPAEE F v s il Trcis M 2 £ 8
(&4z) o e f%ﬁ%iﬂf SER M
e & | (2) seiin (policy stream ) —Fc iR & 4o 4t e X ALE (policy
* community ) -—d FHEFE TFCRRILDF LB FOTED Gk
G oF Eabath o S IS+ A
(3) #isan (political stream ) —>;‘i—§f‘;iﬁ SRRV P I S APE S 2=
(4) #c X & ¥ R (policy entrepreneurs) —Ff & FLPFR ~ w4 12
EABOCEBPIRARE B ANEE oI EFNA L S o

44

N

16. #jafg ™
el

lH

[

=

PR

£ £ FCR AR FCR A B AR
1% (7)) @) FwAEHI O») S AKFH (94)[100 3%

: Michael Hill (1997 ) The Policy

(1



17. % = Rrc K3 A A K F & (street-level bureaucrats ) 4 i > G A K F
fHd

HendFEh ARKRFEMALFTLES hE R M NE T R IR
[100 3]

(254)

% - RWF % A B (street-level bureaucracy ) [ 32 p : Michael Hill (1997 ) The Policy
(2010) = = 5z

Process in the Modern State (NJ: Prentice-Hall), pp. 201-206. ; ¥ & fjx

# o4 X Michael Lipsky (1980)
L & rﬁlma«uﬂﬁ«f&%’”ﬁ’\%wﬁ )w*ﬁ & B
SBAR c BERARFIRY 0 5 - WE ﬁ SRR W
?’mﬁ%wlﬂfwvﬁﬁmé@\%&ﬁnwwrué%ﬁ%~w
PR sB®AE AT AR~z ) g‘f?{gﬂ?i_-_i’:%y o
CELEY SRR T SRR LSS 1L 2D
FrER (1) %- %ﬂgam/\ﬁﬁﬂ;i—a‘;f—?io

Q) ¥-REHARLZFRICIANE » UEEJITI1FRS ~ 3 AT
tReT s B Dl B

E

Lipsky (1980, p. xii) : " A % A k|4 2 2 BRpr > € & 5 Bo¥t
e p z,\é_-‘vl\?,o"\m LA KF’“_‘Iij\?“rﬂ@—ffé@TﬁEgﬁiﬂ ﬁj\ﬁ
oo X RBHIIFIEPEPNE S F AR R E TR E DD

FEE N 0 M ERREF RBend ¥ IR R mﬁuﬁﬁ?mﬁ—g‘_ﬁ;}%\m A
PR OAEI L FEpE o PR 0 Fo P AR 1 (TiEAe
FE DA R SRR IR AGL S N e TR R
B2 AR

EHEZEN R SR - ME HARKEAL LTS F]\fg,r,‘ (1) B
‘5“’.\. CHEEE AP F S BHE L F R - Q) e AR
LB - L izahfrR o (3) p NIFEES L ahirk o (4) B Ep
IBw BAEE 2 FR o

=

~
—_—

)R- RFHARBMREZER
ﬂ*}%ﬂ RS Sk et EE;EFT
2) = '3-”“'- o W E AR e
ﬁp”ﬁwﬁxﬁxﬁpmiP
BEGod WEHEEERES £
E (non-voluntary status) T > 11 4p *q‘“'ETPFﬁ“ -
FOREPRG R TR % o
Q) ¥-REmAEHRHp FHEEEFFE L [0 %
(categorization )] ; 4+ ¥ 7 PE-Zii;T‘%!J 2R ALY 0
- iéF""v‘J*ﬁﬁiF”’ N - Rl o
(4) TR EEFHASRDRE S - MEHA R X HEE
% ¥ M4 (semi-professional ) | eit1 ~ ik%] T L & B
miRE 5 pd €4 (discretion) > ¥ 1 g f’l‘ B TN
f?i%’ﬁ%"i FEE B EATERRE SN

W

3y

¥

G

.;l

it

F- MR A ﬁj.;tﬁi.ziaﬁvrﬁa‘;ﬁﬁdﬂzygpap,%; et < £ A
d B R TRl s o
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W W i

Hudson (1989) —3 & < 7 & »};_:_;Ef;é;ﬁ_,gr.(l ) 1T
(D) o %ﬁl%llf" 7o (Q) B p Lk E FHRE T
Fo Q) BAEZ LIS 5 H R EEY ;ﬁui{, F I ELE S N o

ik
(2)

R~

f* : %’#

FelJR F) 2~ PR AR KR 0 A %){iwﬁ\\ﬁ‘,} G

ARSI S LR A EERR G R (1) T B
R AT - (2) #F
4504 (creaming ) | R vE —iE I i > > 2 Erd A F

7R RILE R kL

18. D{(%FFB%E&C;E’ “é‘—f#_? A J-E‘

T,);’@@’if

A TR AR [0
(NIJ: Prentice Hall ), pp. 78-81; &

[f%%ﬁ&%&%é?ﬁr%ﬁﬁﬁyl
FARM LML LB LR ? A% PR
PR ? (254 ) [99+ = ]

* William N. Dunn (2004 ) Public Policy Analysis, 3™ ed.
b 3 (2010) 2 £ el A #jh (E i ) pp.118-120.]

BT
AN AL ¢ORAEHER AL FOREHR AL
BH R AR SRR B LR
well-structured moderate-structured ill-structured
problem problem problem
«i—ﬂ\ﬁ - BN R H- &2y p EE i
F % Hep 411 11 1
ii—”‘ﬁi?%i 8 e A EE
AR % FEXLA B G2 * FE > RAAE
WA v ith ) PEE

UsEL A -
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19. (1) Global Governance, (2) Deliberative Democracy, (3) Oakland Project, (4) Polluters
o [95 Fxr = ]

Pay Principle, (5)

Kyoto Protocol.




