BOERHE 2l ERHE R EEMEK
~BORFHE 2] PRl RS Rdte] —

&
G

a8 x

—. & M(wREN, ®E, HEK)
. BEREY] ERER
. BRSOl SllA BES —Mi]l RSk
. IR WS BET KK
. WENP REN= HE T REE
. B9 EfNLe) a8
. BEEDe SRE
. BWH%s IHEHEHK (Dimensions)
1. BEE2] B (Paradigm)
2. BT (Policy Analysis)
3. BMms (Policy Strategy)
4. BUNRERYRS MM (Policy Making System Redesign)
/. & (BN

U‘AOOND—‘
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2+ ¥ 3

1

—. F W (FEEN, ®RE Kik)

A BE9E BRSPS B (Idea)o] Folo g Waltul ot BEAERSM mESE
T I RAE ARS RHE, H4s) MESE WU MRY < 95 dEol olohe e R
M kol BRSEul FelE o)A ¢ BEMolgn Yeuk. ool BUEMES BERS
Jhe ohE SEHE R FERSE 2T dom B4 WEN REc ohd NN BBt
A kAW + bz sk,

ol & WITA A shorsjoi ol ¢ BEME Bkt $2)ubabol gelHE ok iLfius o
A Tet BRo2 Uobid AUT 45l U Rao ol ¢ REL el HAH
¥iEwol B/ BURMPol a4 FRAUL FEo4 ol <= g,

AL MBI HRE & WXL Drors] BRe ML 2304 ENA BRAES
B RPN =24 BORN¥E FIRHE $keolAl FEe Y22e Wit n o vhols}
A BURRP BBl TFolvr} ojulx) sl o] Higelth.

A3t Yehezkel Dror o] & EMs: 21 BRI S BRIy 24 24 22
doheh KWE 2A4¢ FAY) ANAE 2A ¢ AUmos stobshn) 4 + 9] o Eolch. o)
T BEME ¢ F o AL FEY o] & RBAAYA AMAE Dror 9 Paradigm £
sE2s ERSoIMok ¢ Aolg. oA wid Dror o) ERE ERUGE 2L BRHNE BK
€ BISEAT o dobrbd Bkieol 2AE AL + A7) A WP T BN oEold.

F WX REHZAT BEMES) Rio] TRENFA Loht ERBH)A ») £5907] o
ol V) Borg BEelA Riksl oo ¢ BES) FEE AR 24 + oo weld  FEE
< 778 WBEENCl 5 uH st delAA 4E 4+ dek. 2o o ¢ WEE o8 SENA
X BIEE BES7IolE WES) K79 BANE Dror s B¥olvh EH 2 Liste BmAE
EE BXE 2 2lstney oo REsH Uk,

=% FEGEL 2+ XRAKSY HEe RUL0] oh & BRHEE TS BRE AN} &
3 Drors| Eol stHAE &) TEMES BXL Mol e HAE JANEE B
A BEEE 33,

U K BXS) Mol AN E FREBSAHR BRP 1L ERE 55 HoA  BEH

1) Harold D.Lasswell(ed). The Policy Sciences (Stanford: Stanford Universty Press,
1951), pp. 3-~ 15 BfH.
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SUEPEe] AREWR EREK 3

¥o AREAE T2 BRUY. AL X2 4 B ol 5 sisles Y K
Mol 4 BRtPel] WY FEE ok BESY A& 22 YEsHE hilos 4 g,

2 o g-& BRI Jb4 chiERkol2n ¢ 4 € Dror s ER¢ BHEe %}, Dror 7
shabe EfAi%s) THEMMR (Dimensions) €4 Bl ¥eol orloe dos vehd BN
9 A (Paradigms) 3 B#H7 (Policy Analysis) BfMi (Policy Strategy)
Policy —Making Redesignel 4t fhRiyq) o] B4 3.

RO MBS A E BN A4 B Ml RESAEE 4929t

oWA ¥ ¢ & PIRE Mo M HEMRE A X1 &Y @B (descri—
ptive) dl ERMAMNo] TA = BEMNPl N FL EKE AT KRGS BEW. =
u} o & AP Eo] BEMYE BEST REAA Ut dold 2agt Edolsis dod
aRee B¢ Huoltt.

Z.BEREY ERTR

BEREe o LESS o9 ¢ ke JHA 2 BESA S derHE A sk sl

X 27hA 9] HOMPEL ol Av] Ba¥, Ho¥, LEESL e BN ERLE #
g 4 Uginl ME RN RES WY BRS WEE I Esglc. &3 o=
HEe EMe WRE MY XUk Wke) fHgklo] Mis] miolztn 443y Gz
o] fkited w§ ZolAE MEE 2933R Aoloh. A BMEE (Policy Sciences)
HOMB o3 & KRB ¥ LA vehd BBoletn Aeh.?)

o)|WA ¥ o B Bifre] Miel FMAHE Ha U7 = £lsisiztn ¢ ¢ 3
t}. Drort —@io2 2E Mo BMIUEH dsidE 2 TN X3gice A &
f7Mm#2 (behavioral science)e] iAol vk A 221 HEHN% (Management Scie-
nce) ol & K (Weakness) o] glon o2l i Bfe WMt RS B sl
ol % NS Uohn WS MRS b o] glolok Wn EEKstm v Ao th?)
ol & A9 HHEo2 KA Hdistd ch&3 Zel.

1. ERMION UM BB —mael mM V)

2) MR, EMM (A& : B3, 1973), p.239.
3) Yehezkel Dror, “PolicySciences: Development and Implication® RAND Corporation

Paper, 1970, pp.3~5,
4) Yehezkel Dror, Design for Policy Sciences, (New York : Elsevier, 1970), pp.3 ~ 6.

EIFS ABE XS WS Chapter. [ & BB .
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4= # 3

MFEE T AT ABA B =t Bl K MEI BHL olaot 2L dajrhx B/
(Weakness) ¢ W&3sta glehe Holc}.5)

@ RERE Y43 4o HPEY Badel =& MEE AR A B BREEE e
RS #%N Aoz Reste] T¥EE BN Hoe CEFEEE BAN HEEEs B
#sle Yobe Folg.

@ MEE&E ¥4 * Tunnel Vision" o2 ¥ #ul olz} MEE sk B =3
& o LRET A de ERE J-Eo]A Tikn WM FMEol A Bihdtn Q. 22
3t AY¥EE RE AR BYPN BT w3 st ge IH#EEL BRRMEE <oy
AZo 2 BEK MBS BB 7 ¢ o) S ol

@ RIS MBe BEYl YJHE HyEEe M@l A€ 2ok, B 28 A4lYy
AT Gl Ao RUEMRS) HEL Y4 RS R AY 292 gon 2§99
RELWEE Y4 29k 222 FHMse JLo2 2§ THE Aduels 5 Inpaql
MEHEE 2ol Holdh. ol F B tholl4 ol o] o V@stsie AL WYl of Wy,
ol #8W AL EEEo] HHAEE Ml HEoz Mg EERETE S RENAY KL
YHEFE S AL RBHRBES BMsE A3 e Holl, ol g A% k&t o HEF
.

MEE S0l BFIREZA BRI BUEEo] B3 o] 47 Messt & Vel S FEEH
t BURRGES] WM 2RI HHHEM ] F—eol & Ho|ct. s ol ¢ R—Fst 4
7le AL =X & ¥R oKy Hk (Prescriptive Methodology) o] 8171 o g0
. o] AE BHYA AMAE A THo 2k igel A o} HEQME A7H2 sz K4
3 ¥ ZB7F ook, B AAE B HEsL feRshen] LET OM, SHs #Heol BAL
EHE L feRsheo] LEY Dl 2D AAE HA,EA ¥ B Em@o BRTR Bkl
BBt JMl Aolo o] £v} BRI R R HKEE(Meta-Direction or Meta-Control)
7b 2Rtk o] AlZXIdelA H—o) MML MEEe AEEOE A3} B FEso] I 2
o e 7 HUAA ot FAMENEY REL RES J6E Nojn dedl K& $H39
ki@ B! Meta-Direction =t Meta-Control o] BI§ A< 714 HdolA don 2 B
ol Blgs] 24¢ T+ A2 A9 @A %3hn Ydon Y. o] & Drort A 9
Dror ¥Rl (the Second Dror Law) ¢]2}skd * while human Capacities to shape
the environment, society, and human beings are rapidly increasing, Policy-
making capacities to use those Capacities remain the Same”®) = B g

5) olol M A< Yehezkel Dror, 0p, cit.,pp. 1~ TolE 2}48] BBISo] )2 glc}.
6) Ibid.,p.4. ~
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B ARER EREE 5

t}. o]2 & Meta-Controldl of 3t e Rine BOERE LY MEH BERE HRYE 2 o}
Vel AT Meame Bokd A udE Yevt sl Aolsk. dqdH BURY R
RAH HiEaEe B 4 EAC] o Mm@t MiEe 2 utgho e sok 3] = ot o
A oje ¥ KBS Kink T B Efos = B BR RSl BAM  RHtEE
zess Aolekm drb. o8 ¥ KFHHelE ohed AL FAE AATH.

@ (EAEYE BE N B, AEMol A HEAT GE, FVHR MK SER R
23 ¢ BHSH 2@ $AA MENN (EREE, Y o4, R FESel X)) skE
BRI,

® B5MOBAGR, EEER, Mo MY KEE, Hor BRe LENS BOREIRC BY B
M W EH-E R8st .

© Eis W BUES) TEGHESR, 200 BORNES BEREY &tEke) BB =31 BRs
Y.

@ FES VAYE W@k Tk REel o ¢ RADHRMTN FE LEEE AEE
o] W ¥ sick. '

® FOES] 8l W& WEEMS) A wlehd RS 4 disproportionalism  AlA
+ Sensationalism 9% 744 A% & HHYE T A

3. ARMEMO AEHE BAE BRE "

BomkiEe] AolA FEREoedy T3¢ ot HHL ¥ Kbl 2en 4733 o
BAE ASHgon 2 ¥+ XES Jeremy Bentham 3 43¢ EXRTEEE HEE
RS = BRTEMPAA ¥4 ¢ At Aojvk. BRHLYY ABESL 289 SMbA
Bl w¥ol 27 Bivg 7L glon ol #ER &3 Max Weber &2 ol€ BAY Biel
B4 B st 0 RLIE T A ukgeh. ol % Wi ol2 A FARAE Y
Mal 7L 7 "Bl 9] Bo] TMMERANA A% AXSn S4Mol AH ke LIRPEA T
My #AdE L KRS E dd. 2 ol i BT BLClE RigEtn BEY BHRE
o] MY MRS MES Fohd 4 SR Aolth. JEA BN BY WHE} MERE
B 490 obdul 2L BATERNEY W& % REM Y £ &5 TENE
3} SRR AboldlE WML BAGKIE A7) = Folct.

7) UTY AAE otalel e M = &AL
Yehezkel Dror, Design for Policy Sciences, pp.7~ 11(ch.2) 8% ; Ibid,pp.4~ T 8%
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6+ ¥ A

T8 Wiel2 BATENEC sk 322t WEL X2 M) B2n = SAREE 3e o
B7HA TR Sl Aolth. o] dold HMMA] BRSIE 48 KES TRNEL Hoe
F, HQUEY ¥ BR¥Solan ¢ 4 ok, ohul ST S SR SRU HEE
Tt €4 ¥ SAERE ARG jlone FMMNSPNE A e o] Lioch, 2
B EFREL TANEAR BHN HiEMsh] MACE RN BNBGMMo Pt  #IY
BNt NG90 Go=k Ad BURMES RN RMY < 24 HAold. 2y=e UM
F9) RHRE Y YR BEER Ust AN AN WS Ut

o] &S Moz AAY AL D @AY MR HES * EAHER (Grand theory)® st9)
Apololl A 8) BRERE, @ L X MM B0l SENQ BH— o AL AL NRE
$AG AS| = Wiy BMebelE AGY 4 ok, @ SRY HOMEE oHE 45 RBY T
A LB A9 K@ ME(Timidness), @ T2T#—o2-& B MMolsle MEE
k714171 Rlfo]l Sx =% KEY BORMM SIE HAolch, ® AEMN * TFRY "W F
B CHEERE YA dlHA HScien] AL RMESoln § < 9},

ol2 & WEH ¥ol = ol Fe WobA MMAE FLeeiol Yo ek D FFMEIL]
BERE J%& "IAHT BB A Sl E WELS ML HASHE TR REY o]
= chal NS EEXS JUud 3t Aol ABSl, @ HATENESY REL HA
Mo HEMBKY TAS TE olshs A¢ ok, W &5 HRY Ko WEMe: 5
B slelelt Roloh. el MAIMC) PO fER-S BURBUEC) WU H%G Bosl £:E
=t RENY EFS| LEHSE Blle) oy 5t b Aojoh. o)} FAlo) EEel o
% B BURRMESH BN <17t A9 glm = Yol REAE o] slon Fels RE
ol BB BT BORSRE ¥ TEBORMMS WE Felake Rid A Sile] gt Ao
o. @ BRATENEL ok E e WSelo) vlge glon MWNsns =t Bel ¢35
€ BME Hoh. o % KEW AL FEkKs) KB F2 K852 283 gche A o] 444
REBES) FIMMENNAE SATMY RXE Y9 Edos Yo}3x) gt gu 4}, @ KA
TRNEE olJok HREME X1 glow] HFWE, HER, MESE Y 2229 £y
® 274 Yok, F AT ART B TRNY] oA 2 A T R L4MoT KR
6+ U4 Lol7 SAfER Aoloh. (o : AR HAHSYE) @ o3& HAFTENSE
S| HERRES BAL BATENES $TMNEsle] MAKE ok T¥s HEess N
SRS o] EMBtel e Hife] Yel SAX ek, 2oy o] & WiES MEMIlE BANY 8
R7E SlE Holn.®

8) oldl MM A& ool xM8] WSl X2 st
Dror, Design for Policy Sciences, p.11.
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BURFIe] ARWRS EREK 7

SRTEHYs] & aRE (Unself-Consciousness) o4 Yot MR thelld 73 A
A& olv] BERUuts} o] Mty N BMEMAY THNEL AT Hikme] dste Aol T
Hye TS 124 A BRSO B B GHe B AL ST X@E R gl
o. a2y b 9 BEEEN PR LEEe 2o SRS Aolx HMmAMI HEME &L
e 3= Ad$ oh4 EmWsA o, RS9 TEREe] BRIUES] WMol FEG3NH: H
B 7h KEE A2 o3¢ HERY Rimsld e Kol

3. W (Management Science) 0 AZESH= MAEL WRie")

AR I KBAC L5 HERs Rinetn Uebd o) St WEMY (HEAN BHP
88 ) & BN HEME WS Mol U + o, WK FEHNEARAAE  WEYd
BRAR ) RERES W7 T A KEYS 221 ofd SdE /b3 AEE MM =3
+ #7198 $ho] MBS T Aok, 2 Fol e A6uw EEMNY d4 BRREY ¥
HE HU 4T 2FAY$E Y00 WEH 34 ¢ & HAold.

HEHY L B, HER, K, FBRS YT REMo: MRS 48 SEkpee
WAde] ML oo 9o =ehd KMol g RS SlAgch. 22 s WEMNEL 27
& 240 & GF 330 AL Ye GF 2 EXE MR GRS ABYo4 B
AWML EE TR 4 Yol fic. ©$7l BME Eo =4 & ORMBHREMY, Management
Cybernetics, #ile, SEEFS, EMR—F, KRIE, TREFE, KRS Q&=
N4 o] BE 24 WENYolelu WUoh. ol & WENEL @ “4kREL (systems appr-
oach)” 1) olesh: XMy FHE MiE¥ MM, @ “#ikHiE (Quantitative Techniq-
ues) *olehe —MS| FR4 HANL Yol Mol AHLH REs} ol % Ho] EASIR 3
o, 23 BRRES HHAE R¥Lc WEC ol & KES Heldh., v o] HENESE
g3 e Aok MBS REAT Aol Ushm ¢ 4 ok EENEE BEBNE HWT
sl Shxnk MELATH BORIVE ¥ BORMTAESS) Abojo] ¥4l MIEE dA4& Rasta

9) UUTFS AWE X8 Ibid. pp. 12 ~ 16(Chapter.3)¥ BMAUct. oi7lol a4 Dror s =
& =¥ (article) o] Az,
Yeheskel Dror, *Policy Analysis:A Theoretical Framework and some Basic Concepts®
RAND Corporation Paper, 1969, pp.1~ 24,

10) Systems approachF MY ASMEEE Wkl o4 x3A Y A&+ Drore 87
e pri4 xAsa s
Dror, “Policy Analycis; A ‘theoretical Framework and Some basic Concepts”, pp.3
~4 BN.

11) Yeheskel Dror, Design for Policy Sciemce, p.l4,
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8+ £ 14

. 27zt ‘HEMI (Institution Building)” & 2% W7t obd Aelet. @
EEMPL AMY XF Tt BIEHIT s ZL BRE EREREE o3& + fd. Q@ HEN
Foll e BA, “slEAnl’, B8 HOMRE =t 4F RN 3L FAHEN HRL RNEY
T+ fd. @ T+ WENES RERYE T+ 9. © FENES 44 38" + U REHe
A AT ALE UESHE YubE . v ool 2 EREAERET € REE] ¥R
Zo] R#AT AU ¢ LY E¢¢ & T A BAMez M2 REL Aldite A
€ 289 d9& selut dojth. © BEERE gl REol BT R = BES RBR
# (predictability) & 4E2 4. HAm KXY (Primary Uncertainty) "9 7
(48 Ede] ERY 2k ohviel EHATREEAT g2 dstd o ) o] o] BHEYE T
gdct. @ BENELS FEER S0 BilolvY RE o EME XM (Exercising) ¥ +
A MR FMtkel KETS. ool AET HLMEE BEY & fdon KBS TER
2 WML o] o] R2E doloh. @ 2L M =t B T o] Bl EBiRES A
BAY EAGRINS HEMY HEY LEAE okvict. OEEMEANAE Meta Policy (&
WBE SO BT B ) & M@0 dAAde Aol 5t2d Amea ok, BERE R K
¥ HERP WEE d4 Aok, Plbal o] HIEMYY] RHBHS 9B JFHA
WAL 1AL BEME & Sl —@BMoR BMste Zo] ol o AE 52y =
ol A& BHMOE 2 BEV &% h2A 488 Foloh. o) ¥ HUAL MBI, EB5BEE
B, AHBLMEEESE J2Hu2 BRYE + At Hold. |

4. 20 a1 RA

SIE BASE vle} e R ¥ BENSY KB B BRMES Rl o' A#
el ERALBURS HEE A8 BEL dvhd BERY ¢ v Yo deHE 48y v% 5
BAe Ak, o] L EELE AN ABHE o8 [N ER{LEHC LEI ¥R =28
ol 2l & ERILEM] 44 SMY HLEWo| e RETolA BHE(ol o & S BES o
2l 7hx WEE Rkt S Tk BHEA ol BEL ERK Holoh. Ay k4
Aol ke R Tl A £be HARTE H8 FHide A ¢ BE =€ 7P7HE Folol BMER
el W EERRIGE A+ rlithke Roloh. ARML BB Hod EETL ziadd9
#Hou £wizte Biojul2 27y (Post-1deological) HE ik ¥ WEHES T T
B B FYFAYITFY UN AL @itsHiks d= et sieelts 2 BESH AL

12) UTY ARE 2 oe¢4 R,
Ibid,, pp.17~ 24 (Chapter.4),
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BEREe] ERwRsl ERAMK 9

BAAY Hom WL YE Aolw BN XE £U 9 4 oE Aol s d2 A
Aos Hoh ARHE Has HFHETE AU BMREIEE LERYSS o o8 & Aot
sl SElEel ERIAERAA vlAE JgdE 4ANE YA Y Aolx = ERIY
ERUSS 0o 2 BT Ut 4% T BEEE o el o WA feeiob] il 2
HF W Eko] WMNY Aol A% MolE zelw Aolth. webq 29 KR ERAL
BERS ERIBES HHm 2atshi H57Y + dE Holrl o Bl ERIEM HE 24
o Mage FEAKS BENLY T BHEe ¥ Jehddn ¢ 4 ot

WA ¥ o RHMEOZ B FARFO EEMP Y o] MASD Y ERILE
A BRBUES WEOlE T #Ak] FIRSlY Yon Ad FANUAC BWHL ¢ + 3
o}.19)

5. IMER 'Y

FIRBE shohzke] o dde] MBS HMRIES KES N4 FEAT Rolotn ABAA
. 236] o)d ¢ FRAAKE ol & Frhx 2fe] RESA T ool Yok Yol
hUeh EE BRAEY Mol Bol RESE Aolch. whebd Lohute BERES A4 BE
o FRREE Fol 17t s M2 ¢ Fw Bigst ES otk Thomas S.Kuhnel fksha
BRES) BEe BOYT BREMINY (normal sciences) 8 FBAKE M¥HKS HAN
Q M (Paradigm)el mshe Hlolch. w=hebd BORRES Kol LKEU KM HAL b
W HAAE BEEAS FTEYE 2Wolth. 2ok o] VL ML S| vhshd BUCRIEES)
WIS Slolok Yohe & A obuich, oo ML BIRE LY HFoldE EET M
Wi % BAAScH, debd Bohig BRRES ANAE BORMES AL R —e)
#Eo] WA golokshe Holch. oldl & F WAL MEMKAMO] A A Eolch, e BIMEo]
FESN St BRRES W AN BEY MEosys Fog @AM ¢ AU E
WA 2AE AN U AQA St Ao HUA Yo, BEe MEL BRMPY  BHN
Xd1Y EATME i 2 Aold BRMES F o Yo BRRE ERE 98 BEy B
¥i50] 34 FT A BEREC] MU BENEY BAY HEKE KB T oo ow

13) Drort BMMMII. BIRRENE Jri4 TEAES] REHHNE] RREY FHHA Tabled vt
1 e
Ibid.,pp. 19 ~ 27, Table ®& BRulE

14) 1bid., pp.28 ~ 29 BR.

15) Thomas S;Kuhn, the Structure of Scientific Revolution (Chicago: University of
Chicago Press,1962) #M. ‘
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10w ¥ %

€S B¥L = BRRIES Bl BIRSIE BN ¥ BORRMMC] MU DM o4 FIue
Holc}.

2Ab 4714 WA o Yol ¢ A FHU BES M| Yene vrhe EmRE
of ol FHAL e WRol At 22 & Bie] HEUHE Ao REIRAE GAFE Hojoh
lohibA F LEY AL BRREARASY ibold FAo] BRMREARS HERMY aBE
¥ (connecting 1ink) 9] Zfolch. o]l & Z/L7b slojokat MatiuMo] MiSlo] ERMEMER
EABOE YA + Ut Aolth. shTHwE EMEE) o ¢ M9 MRS HEUYEA
T 2ohu BRRIEE AT —Me) ERL BMLET Woloe BHY 4 U, & o §44
Bia Foid ERY WEES BT 26 B REM AMKESE =4 $50 BRREE 9
AL SAE Qe Awolt. o ¥ Efbrhol A ol AL BMRES MY AL S =
dd AL RE2: BRE WEE ¢ ¢ gt HOEMol 9ok BESS = ol g Say
BARoE YoivAl Sle Aotk 2eluh o] RE AL BMRES Kol 24 EWE A B
Xeoletn ¢ + gt ‘

=.BRMEY FTEER

BURM¥ol 2l MMt 19514 Harold Lasswell 3 Daniel Lerner ') #k#)4 N
+ EAsIgch. 28 o) wel & o}x) EMMP e Mo Rimos Barsel dE ost
I = AL LEET BRSO U3 BRNo) YA Roloe FikE o UM = F
X Mikslel dx @t Aol

2y 2 ## 204 T T BRI B MK EXEo MRS MEYLY
REE AT, A6 OR, kR, A AEM (theory of Game) , Cybernetics, —
MR ER (General systems theory), Mms#y 5MF (strategic Analysis), &RI%¥
T PSS ERHaNE] i HHSE& BRY ¢ A, dAdE BRHYL ot HOM
LN HIF (o Ao] HEEE) 2 BATIAS EAEEMol M R EEE wEkn gy

2y AFE WL BMPPo el B FI $HE Mol 438 §& Rige] A&
U7 ol 22 ol] o {} IEANYE SEMEE WREHE e RATMES 94 Aolsk. Drore) 422k BORM

16) Daniel Lerner and Harold D.Lasswell(ed.), the Policy Sciences : Recent Develo -
pments in Scope and Methods ( Stanford university press, 1951).,
BORFR] WY Lasswell 3 Bixs| MWL chio] 71§38 3t}
International Ewcyclopedia of Social Sciemces Vol, 12, pp.181 ~ 189,

17) HNR, RSB XW. 4. NBHH, 1974, 8.
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BURFRs] RN IRAK 11

o) o}a) F FAEWILE ¢ 4 2l " (policy sciences hardly exists) S BR
Mies] WES BANQ RS KRS 42 ¢ KEHE ook, sl @AY B
KMBMol v§ Mt AM =t HLSMHERRA S0t F5¢ doletd BMNPEolele &
FERL B BAY BRKo] 7] dEo|th. 1) ola ¢ FHAS BNl A MRS Kol
Bipslol Wy Ao Y Yotk Eulohvel BES oM Fo U REBRENSE (Normal
Decision Sciences) &<l & B HKgo] EMye]r]l = Fol BRMPS XXMl
e e YL oS SBET Aols2)  choF BoERde] BN WMy E¥ ek
= A Polebd HTMMYECY ¥ RS BAse o ¥ 4 Ut Ao A= oY
Al ¥ 7+ BfPolele #8L H4s MEARS Bilshoo] o ¢ MMlol U A KA
Bt =€ M) v EHE BYeldld 2 fd Folv R HAN Aold ol
Folo] €2 M3l #He FEHY KNAH BENPolels £HE 7HT UM Slol REML U
< BB KAV 2y g vk B—lSo] ¥ 2AL e ABE fln BA
SRE St FRE $Me] ¥ Aol weld o) U BMHYL REL HAE AT
Ryl sz23 MAZHILYE Aot

a3 Be BRAE RS AMS M MEEE R AT BH¥Eos4 tirld U
2L 2§ —Ws] ol AU A2 elq)s] MEolelol ¢ Aelot. o] AL BMNY
€ owds] MY &y THRE I KENES) BAMNQ RN BN 2 = BRNES 2
Rell Zld8 1€ HAqL oj ¢ Mo REY Tt Sl Aoln 23 BRNEL He9
By A3 2 ERE A3 KR TR B 8 (structured) SEE R ENN AGEHS
& FAY + UASS AET MM BEHEE MRk U & Hect.

ol sizrg BURM%oI® olal AU/HE Uil WA Dror = BMMNPs] FEGM (Dimen-
sions of policy sciences) olgle &#H€ U4 442 XHdto IEldn g,

18) Yehezkel Dror, Design for Policy Sciences, p.49.

18) Yehezkel Dror, *Prolegomena to Policy Sciences® RAND Corporation Paper , 1970,
P.2.

20) Ibid,, p.4.

21) BURFISte) #EXsE A6 K AN © BE¥s I% @ RITs MR @ BARENRSS A7
MRS HFSoiol tel. AR o] Arbx] MRE F SASY & HEelr] dEd oA W
MARsie] ERNEE BRFRE BEtct] NG X7t sl sich. oldl N84 James F,
Reynolds, ®Policy sciences: A Conceptual and Methodological Analysis®, Policy
Sciences 6 (1975), pp.1 ~ 27 o AMe] A4S Ur},

22) Dror, “Prolegomena to policy sciences®, p.5. ) mvy
Dror, Design for Policy Sciences, p.49.

23) Dror,“Prolegomena to Policy sciences®, p.5.
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12« & 3

WA BRs) BB (Paradigm)oleh shel BN A, AK, FERE HEB ¢
BUESIL U1 o B RHAILIT WEBUIS) AA MM TE 2o HE ERAHH HR
Wl BORRUEARSY HEHEE ERSHD U0

ol & HBistd BB ohgst Ao

1. EKWEM| %% (Paradigm)??

Yehezkel Dror & HE B¥ol ¥E &S T HAEEo] ohvie}t o3 § E&otey #
Rolehe R ¢ BRsHdA BUERSPe EA A% (paradigm) & HBEsHA EHUIE LB
Fhpe) BABSEY S ol S BB 98 vhekg ohadshy]l ds LA Hole} ssich. of
A& Bikfbele ITREA cf-g3 3e},)

@ BRSPS & SRR, &3 MRS BEMEMS MEL Tu=dn o, BORREL
FREe o2 HRE Yo mEE LMoL = =3 BERY (supradiscipline) Hiel A
M-S gob gk she Aolth. 43 BRMEL [BRES HEAP BAK®E 21 X

o2 Yob. 2y 2FoletE MBic]l S& R HEE 4% T¥ st g $RzYy ©
< BEXES FTokl Uk, ol & MRES St WA Yoot H—o AR
frd& vebll& Roll4 Dror+ BURRM%olel: 2§ Policy scienceseln ##z &3
t [@Fel X bost: Bl REH 7718 #EL Yo,

Q@ BEMNEL ¢ATd SARESE BEAZ DL ok, BENESIAE $4AT9 BA
M7t BEe) BEio 2] BERESLS Koot MAE YoloYo 2 HE A
ol Erh. I R BREHAL BEMEY TEERE Slo s HRH BRNEER X
o Bt BUORPSES M Slols) Ehitelsle Holdh. (o] 3 M-S MEMels = KMol

24) Thomas Kuhn, 0p., cit, #&FM%o| 20|14 Paradigmo] 50| kel il A 28] Bt 9
o, 22 A AWl WAL Dror 9 ozistx) SEITMES] Utk
Yehezkel Dror, “*PROLEGOMENA®, pp.8~ 11,
Design for Policy Sciences, pp.49 ~ 54 (ch.8).
* Approach to Policy Sciences® RAND Corporation Paper
1970, pp.3 ~ 5.
25) Dror& BMM¥e] sBo= A 215 WM Design for Policy ScienceslAe 14B¥ K
33 i *PROLEGOMENA®| 4 8M8, “Approches to Policy Sciences®sl& 5@¥ Ml
I Aek. w4 YA b Sadvhn 433 AU HmHNA BAN .
26) Arlele WA o3 JL GEY W} Art,
mangement sciences,Decision theory, general systems theory, conflict theory, strate-
gic Analysis, systems engineering §°| Ut}
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AFE Uv) BORRES W€ S BKY FABE EATHE AL FANY  #ERo ke
231 BRANAE GDeh. oA i BEREe) RSl ANAE EM BERE MY HE
B9l JBAIe] obd oH$ mRAYQ) EMS MRe] LEsiohe ot

@ BERio] extey MYt PRIEE =t FRE HEOGT At BANA 2o MK
B R AN MilE FTEABCER s B —MB¥s o § vt ddd. a8 Jd BokRige
EEhILE (Value - free) ol F%o] s|7lol& MhAo) don ol o3 fHfEe] &bk K
AE i RA 3 MES) #AE AT TEN ERTE RHTo 24 e Bk E#sH
2 3= Aold. EI BRMFEL BoMoR Ml AES 84T Kk o3 REL R}
715 Wb, 2 KR BORNEL s —HiEs Sl GEY ¥ F¥9E TeEn v
T e Fu=eA s RS @ HooR4 HEY EEER (HERER D
Hie BERERS Q4 < EB Hxin RE 2 BahE BA) L #irstdoked .,

@ BSEMEL EHMQ HESE i & BES Q@ HEo =4 RN @ (Tacit
Knowledge) 3 AN SB7tx £ Wobgqlct. BURM¥S bl 2l24 BREMM T F S BOE
TR FERE Ml-& BRI Yot BEL T THENES FENES 94 BaY &
Mol e dolE 5 U BEME BET &4 ZHold.

@ BEMEL Fifol o] ERME 7l &olo BAE Kk BEY 4ol kR 2. 2
R TEBHNE EEREL 94 BANE FERN 84 BETY. BRREY HEe
Y PiReH Yoo FEM RES 281 = PMOZE RERE BESL Y.

@ _BMEe BEREY HBT AT RN DM FrH (structured ) AEHS) RiRe
B#Ecl. 2HAE HERPL EAEN @ (extrarational processes: ol¥&d M
&, B8, 7Hel L0 Mk ) 3 AN B8 (irrational processes: ol 24 ZHERHM)
8 @Es] KBS BEd). 2oul BEMRES 98 o3 ¢ AR ¢ RNy HoE MRy
gt AL BEBPE A 1 T+ gt ool MM EERE: BRRELS] MARS
RE7H2] & 823 Ao, oA W BENEL 4FN FBE $id 94 BaEm ¥
FEEE AEE WY AL d4A4Q MMl e o).

@ BMME] XY Hie 23L& Meta-policyd] fch. o] Meta-policyd B4
M Hikel B BMEQ Aolth. =eld BURREHKRS HMo] glo]€ ¥ Meta-policy
ol X3t whed o} Yol E WMo 2 vl BEMUBE € 4 S HAojuh. o]¥A ¥ = B
MPEY FREY HeA (The Main Test) € Fo Rl L PRI BME& BEHA £
A BfEd ol BE ¥ BRAYT A=k 3hen] A7 of o] o] & BNYE 2 ¥4
F2q BRIl X BN THE oY Fo U BMRES AT HES Al KRE
AYAl HF WA ) vk vl Ut
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©® BORHYL NK BMBE oA 9] WA ¥l AMA Shtla  ALBRREAR
& At BMMS MAM EE A WK Rl AN HAoloh. zely oE ¢ Y& BN
Mool M ey ¥ SFH HTEME-& AR & MAEACA Tk ¢ Aolo).

PLs A& saliwthel 4 R7Hx& RS MPes S il AE dn Ay HEd
AE YA Y E o] BE PHER BN doe AN ¢ Kit¥oleln Drort W3
I gl

A olel ¢ RAEY XARERL EHM ME] U2le AL o E7AY Bl Bl
ALEECl Y M5 BN PR M¥s) BARERE FRolol Uck. = BMMES HELE KR
T A ARl Mgs) BAMQ Bilo] HMSIAE o Q4§ T2 =S T3 24Nk ¢

Aolch. BORAHEE BUES) Ml ofs) Mol He WINY 4+ S¢ AoAY 2E  MEm
BHY AR BML Bdelok St Holxh, 1)

2. EMmA4 (Policy Analysis)

Dror & BORSHTL BN TR shuieln FMc.?) B KRMT(Syste-
ms Analysis) o] HMY HOMEES) MEE UL BMRIEE AWAA 35 A4 ZHLH
EME Wt Fovieln BMNYS) KB HoAg Hold. v oW KRMFE W
MU HOMEEE WREEN delA Sle E4¢ F2) Rt MAPE dtk.  HRMFY RBA
& Dror & 8fE2 W4 MWiklm glch.®)

oW ¥ W BMAMTE URMTo]l 7R Yt MBAEE T AN LR HTHLE
iEioletn ¥ 4 3th. Drorol K& B HRMFEMES] A48k 714§ Bes] My

#iE53:® (Present Analytical approaches)o)gli #o Bfif%e] el § Welan Y=
A=t EXHQ Ay WEJE (A new basic analytical approach) & ExIMAo]eln

'ﬂ""-“)
BIRAT& BoMos WEMNP XML FI U=l GRPMTLGE WE BKSE  JhAge
Aolch. BN BME VAU BMAR U EHH 1% A8 A (heuristic

27) Dror, Ventures in Policy Sciences (New York : Elesvier Co,1971), pp.14 ~ 16 M.
28) LIF4 AWE X8 cHi§ SR, ‘
Yeheske! Dror  Design for Policy Sciences, pp.55 ~ 62 (Ch.9).
®Policy Sciences : Development and implications®, pp,1~ 28,
*Approaches to Policy Sciences®, p.4.
®Policy Analysis®, pp.2~11.
20) @Rl AL AE 8M MWMN WA 2] WMS A& Dror 8 article®o] Ath
Dror, “PROLEGOMENA®, pp.1l1 ~ 12 YoM
*Policy Sciences® pp.3~ 4 ‘
30) Dror, * PROLEGOMENA®, p.13.
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method) & EsH: Aolehn d=b. ubghal ¢ HMARY & EHUHE AL © REY EH
3 @ kY REGOIA Y & A4 BRUGE 702 EXE S2n Yo A A
olZlel 42 BIAE JhAlE EXQ Holth. AEMQ MREX (B ) MRS AT KW
BEX (M) ) MEkske] AlojollE =hto] Yol MWhkito] 317l o Foll BURRRS H#olE Al
AL FYF SER U}, 88 o wds] AAS o] MEIE HORMTAHE 474 Q¢ +
U ARMeholl 4 RE & REE RRUGE 2 8o NEL REE NEYHE Yo] ol %
EEschE A B4 Wiko]s} )

wehd BURAT-S BMAKS K#3 oha) ¢ /RS BWiRol e WHE Wl sk o)
B de o] §-& HWEMYS XAMEE /HNE WA ohi3h TS EXEE MEsl Yoo
Lia

@ ED %Y &, BE ¥ FERN ERE REU. %9 Bfo) HMshe @ills] JE
RMEMPIE 222 BTN Bk R B BAY KM goiok s,

@ BOLZHE EAU} vl Bkl RAKST BORRES HEMHm Mkl ¥ RN
22 T WA BEES Bk AR Wkl H A5 SR

@& o HI o) WML MEEE oHEE. orldE EAMS M2 RERE (oA EAY
#eleig ), BRThel L ML BME 1T U LEE XKML R, BORK/LS)
EERR o A9 MM X, ERAMTY TH BMEN BORMYIES &¥, Bt ¥ SBE
5o 24y,

@ BORRES) ¥+ T2 AWMU, dlolt HTAE MU K BEM JAS MEN
W) WA A, e RBREC U Mol KT I E Ex AN RMIl ML KK 20
T RES] #AS ol o] /%] R0l EBE Kb A ¥o] BAY.

® HABPo| At MWL, el FABHE ov 27, BRAR 21 o9 v
B ATENEX (nonrational elements) 5§ #4778 ¥ ¥ BRERC AdH9 FTEXN
2 WS N, B AMRE (Serendipity) ¥ BRT& UM WK REY Hpes ¥
oF =i+ Holt},

® wmimxey B% (self-awareness) o] HMTER X Tl X231 = Sk &
e A, MHiERC BREEE Tl SUHE A} 220 AMS KK EEd Bl AL B
Ms] WA s REMSE £L8 Yolo} Yot Aol

@ BUORAMTS EEEAMEA ( LEDS] MK E(bs ool ) *BMeH (optimization)®

31) Dror, -Design for Policy Sciences, p.55.8M.
32) Dror, °®Policy Analysis®, pp.8~ 9,
Ibid., pp.55 ~ 57.
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WAl “BUREHF (policy preferization) ”eh: BESS . Eifele £ oJd RE
°of Htt & dodal REuo of FFshohE A S T 2 ¢ WSS Ao, AU =2
AL 2 REel “FAH (optimality) "olehe FHEAE F o gohe Ko eh A& Vs
+ AL okt

BURSHTE o974 BEMNEY EAMEE 114 130 EXE: MRsIdes ¢ = At
BRI TAY EREL BRSOl BURRES el & %u ook gope Ao, =
32 Dror & BURAMTE & of b3l BMS) Q8L @ iHiEo) HE o @ HBITHRA B8
T RE @ Bihl AR @ BIRA MR (Net Work) 5 Wl7bx) HHES 2u i
°F Aok St 2 ol £ EARSI LY BEE ol Uohe Ho|t}.)

JIRAl & W BEMTl M LY W] EHUH HAhnE ¢ 4 o o S ofu}
Dror zHlE BEstn YUct.

3. MMM (Policy Strategy)™)

BREM TS HEBR Tl BE KE TEHEHSS SRk Hold. o Ae —
He Master Policy 24 Rik#ydd EABMSH: 2895 KBich. BoRMmssol MY B
& REMoE WFDL Yohe K BORMPY ¢ BE Kkolth. o d7ha BmRE@Es 9
A ol2 & BRI SE SU4 oA ftom Charles E.Lindblom™) & /e 33
Bhol obF Y4t WENCA BURKES) BREETS 439 ).

BORMBE Bl £ ol WEEe] Ul THS MIRE dd4FE MIEMEE BRSd ot
A2 BORME BE S WAKE o] F/E U, 20 REBEKE ©S WK S A
olc}.

2ev olol 4 HRER T MISMES €3¢ AN & BEMK O XU BAN  AEe
L ot o2 hx) HAE T4 £% HMET BORKKS) WEK b s E 3] 9
ol BME REUGE AL TE 4Y Holoh. o Se UL b2 HEERSo] ok ¢
ER BRREDY b ook, HMEMS HAE KA FRAME BRsd AR
B BORRES Yol AMY 49 Hike RE A84E b 2L BRBKEY TERE

33) Yehezkel Dror, Ventures in Policy Sciences, pp.230 ~ 231 &M,

34) Dror & Design for Policy Sciences o) A= Policy Strategies2l= FIZE {RBo] Mega-~
Policy 2= MIfEE @A Aok, p.63. Ch, 10 BE.

35) David Braybrooke and Charles E.Lindblom, A Strategy of Decisions (N,Y.: Free
Press, 1963) £M|.
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& 4rsjo} gchbm Dror¥ FiRstn gt

@ ®Ery B (Overall Goals) - B BMMLE 913 festo oA BHEM BEE ¥
EE AL uhHA BREEES et ddAE ¢ BEEY ERFRo|H. BRRES
3 EWEES BTk fjo) AASE ¥ BRI KK TE5Y 9 Aol LA ¢ WE
o] B4 JYEE 2 BA(mix) o BT RELE sjokshe Aojch. ol ¥ REL o+ KEY A
Qo] ukef o) & HEA E£1uk o FetE WAl SW B@MeE AL Rkl M4 Ao
A g REANA HE Aol7 dFolct. BES F9eE Yo &S EmERSE A%
£ HERAES REE slelol ¢ Aold o] & Bz BORREL ¢ EEYL Kmid M Aol
.9 o] HiEHy HiES MM TEBGRERS RRAEE ToHX 2 Exs A + .

A BHEr B BIBIY TE BN BiRS, Byel n MR et (Positive
Goals) & M4iEf B# (Minimim Avoidance) 8] 5713 tholl4 ojn A g RY A7}
+ ok, odd 7 $ollE ol ¥ HEtko]  Bi@Hko] ¥ 3= FcﬂEw‘E REEte] @R S|4
Wele 45 gch. B EME FLsl kR Bt METS HAot. 2y =lE2x o3t
o] Bighslm MEEMQ Kotolwt 5 @S] stfEske AL ohdnt. cldd “AHRMEL "ol
Yol “EHES B @ Fo] Ao GAH Y& Foloh. HelH WEM KEE BE
2 ¢ AU HE BRE BES ¥ Ak EET MBS sle Aold.

A2 @5y BEs) Bl v REY ¢ BEARKEER RS KR FYRMEME(H
%, B8) 53 e HAHMSN BT AnN HERMHI. ol ¥ 4 HMY Mk 3
Yol X ul BMIRES] HES ANAE T LEYL 4Y Aol

@ B%e) % (Policy Boundaries) - o]3-& ojw #&EBEHKe ¥ vzt WEHl
BOl BN Tath. wmel ol& ohE BRSIE & BMRCE slod BURmS GBS
BT e HozA o B RES SMAE ol % WEE Bk ¢ ot

@ B5is]) BIF (Preterence in Time) oo o] A& ofwl B TR AA el
¢ Z Q7 she EEEMolth. A HBE ¥ Ut B 1R vebdolk & Folda 3
¢ 257 28 @ o] ohim ofw AL A WMkl vehbx gowl ¥ BAE =& x
5 o8d WHEE Ferich(H: MTFE). ok BE BES 2700 MUY % HTMBE
ANA —EMMke] 2R RESE Aol 2R ojo] MY FHY KM LET Aot

@ fams] 22 (Risk Acceptability) - ol wl BKAVEE BORERSolele il A

36) Yehezkel Dror “Policy Analysis®, pp.11 ~ 15
PROLEGOMENA", pp.20~26 ) ¥ E% BRaA%.

37) Yehezkel Dror, Design for Policy Sciences, pp.63 ~ 73,

38) 1Ibid., pp.65~ 66.




18+ ¥ A

BEE A $=4 o B9 BRe NaSe ot 43¢ 4 Ak, —mino s EFEE
dle 2 Bke] A TE YT Yxnl KL WMEK] AF AEIT e L MM
22 BEEN HolE ok ol Mk EHBoEol M€ 2 mMEc oy o AXNE A¢
7t webe A& SRlsok & ek,

® WEE®& » ¥ ¥ (Incrementalism Vs. inovation) - o] A& Biifio] KEH
€ RMbs) Bl BT BiEoltt. & EAte WE 2ok BMSo] olw Biol k#A gojard
2A N AU BEEE Aol

® SE#: ¥ M54 (Comprehensiveness Vs. Narrowness) = oL oW  EMo|
B BEE o2 Mol ©AES @A) ¥ AASE b AN R B—9 MLkl gk
PIAER @ AL sHe BRiEolth. o] S} vk Bl & 4 U= “BIRS WE " ok
"BORMRS R "= oW Wkel A BN WEE EE Aol AL o)k e
oldl BURS REM WAKE T ook (M HOWEAL B ). v SEM BN
BRoletm 270] =4 BEINAY Bkt AL obvich. =4 WA BBt o
A B ARSAY 4§83 GEHE FohE AL ohih (ot Yawk 441),

@ HwEnY N WREMEHE (Balance Oriented Vs. shock Oriented) e oL
Fola BOREME BR3ev] oA ol WE7HA) WRLHE (shock effect) # & A
222 MEREXRS H¥ Hfoleke LBl YAl BLAIY AU = ook, o)A 4
B %% Comprehensive Vs,Narrow MESH BE#SlE Holth., 23y &E i %
¥ Comprehensive 3t} 8l =4 Balance Oriented 7} S|+ & ofvs) =4 Na-
rrow ¥t Ao] ¥ Shock Oriented®d W ofvic}.s)

® k%o BWY {KE (Relevant Assumption on the future) - vkl Eifio)
Slalw Rokel WA ML FE KA g ¢ don el FEU BB MY
HHM € o2l & RIES WHSHA W E LB e Aok, ol i AL RUBMYLSE o
+ LEE Aol A% A7 kS B E BB Aot}

® s TAH (Resources Availability) - o] A& oh& kil 9le Qo] BN
olehd Rt ohuiet AW MR HNSE 25 Gatlth. 294 olq MEEMol BNy <&
At KMol L By ¥ Ky RiEe] vk BIERRRo .

© BIRMMS) M ( The Range of policy Instruments) - BUORMRE € Rikay Po-
licy 2 gl=& MBI+ YA MK (Mix) € A7t 3 Ao ojHoltk. AL 94 ER

39) Ibid., .273 BM .

40) Dror, 24U AAN-L Ventures in Policy Sciences, Chap.11 ¥ BM.
41) Yehezkel Dror, Design for Policy Sciences, p.10.
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¢ BE MBS A2 BAST o] B HEME SEWMY bt FUA Rk Bt

@ sufs 33 WA (Pure Vs.Mixed)®) o2& &% o & BHEKo] 4844 WAY &
HE o5t BORMMo| .

BLES o2 BONKMEES BoEAHTRCL EAkie] Q& BURRE TEMLSelt. 2en
ol ueh o & kMol v HMAe) T (subjects) B¢ BMREHTREE PR W
ST WMSHE Yoloh.) = BEMMES BN EMWMe BEES M UL 3K
B ERAM| T REIQ THol7) = Eolt}.

4. HMAENXRS| X RA5R(Policy-Making System Redesign)

BOEAMT 3 BOHER-S BORREARSY o] Tsx ot B 2 HRAk #ind ted.
& BRREARTRY K#ol glolt WMo R ¥t BORHES ¢ ¢ dobt FXel: A
27 Q2. o) Y BEREKFRS o] domesd HESY Ue REE BHRUA €5
glon =¥ Zol TFT BES WUE AT Y FL Hikol St Aok, 2 EBHWE
w3 b8 29 @ Meta-Policy ( policy strategies) v B Mol k&l o] F+H H#
0 BRRES BUSREAR T AR @ BT MES AT A2 g HRE =R RESA
e MR EXRLA BN EA HT A REY BLE JFY 5 dobe Aoy, =¥} 2wy K
Mol o ¥ 27k Hod &3 oAl ¥ AR Sk 583 BRS ook de Jod. 2
37 AL RERES M2 MTlo] LEY Aoln o) T AW DR Witk B I BN
REXL " & 24 BORREARRS A EXE XEA A Yot Aolx. @ & BRE
HBEEEC] U7« Fol U Bi& WMol ofE BRE ojdl Wi 23 #ok nREE R
/Y 4 el 237 HHAE 24N BIRREARS ELE AL Bl W] FRS|w
Aok, @ BMRIEL RBAG TAclc. weild BORBRIEARS 24k BURREETS X
¥ ol B—BoRs) Wkucl ol & KEY Ao,

o2 g MMM ANE JHA 0 BORBIEARS HWE AN Bk D ek 4 WM
$] Sy T (a few Tentative subjects) & Mi€sinw chg3h Jc}.¢)

42) Ibid., p.T2.

43) Ibid., p.73.

44) Yehezkel Dror, *PROLEGOMENA to Policy Sciences”, p.25.

45) BORDUERRS] ¥WHMolete 71 AF§ Dror& Meta-Policy 2 A3t AEE AR 3l
v}, Dror, Design for Policy Sciences, Chap.11 BM.

46) Ibid., pp.T4~ T5.

47) CUITF9 WAL £ Yehezkel Dror, “PROLEGOMENA®, pp.26 ~ 30, Public Policy ma-
king Reexamimeed (Sanfrancisco: Chandler, 1968), pp.327 ~ 356 RN =},
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@ BE] BUREl 33t 4RI FE (systematic evaluation) 7} FFs) ok g}, shub
3t Fol v Rk REHE AHAE BEY BEo2YE Yol sy H o}, lba
B BRES] MRE MM M4 FMET + At HEES HEEY #ire] TS
oF g},

@ Kkl M BEE BEAIAE Brb. o] & A4 YAAE oo LE KHET M
T3 BEE] EEKSo Aoy FHolth. Asdle HAY o) M EMST Fkel MY o
Y REEY FHLES FARE fikTo) 249,

@ BMAEE BNAE AIREES BIRAI 7S] % 3 S B FBE A0k Yk, o
Aol EAIBERRES Eoll Al FEEREY (Unconventional) ol olo]cle] & Y 4 Y52 o3
WEEE BRI OF e},

D 1 AEMF BARBIETE F Kifo] o] FH Aol Yet, o] ¥ MEBETBE
EEMNES TERP] o] £44 U5 41 HHUAn RERTEB BE 7 YEn
Aol 1€ BAS #dol v FEel el WEHREO 1‘22'55472 el 550 Utk HelA
ol¥ ¥ FREL BMMEY EMEHEE ENA TEY 4 Yo,

@ BHBRES] BHo| HEs ook Yot BHBEEY A& Z®A Aok o= B HEKS
e REXH ERAE RESM (Taboo ) slo] $toh. 22 o)A ol §f BAML Fldt s RBE
€5 U S, 2 BmEA e AN ghREE XEFNY BRETRFEESNA A4 A
A BAES WL WAL 4 A =glch. BT o @ B R e M e, 1CRESA
8| B9, %S Su, el Foll glol A MET o Po| F i) =) Foll Eay MiwaSl BEHEQA
o Hoky LE7E Qe Aolch. ol A AN & B EL BRD AAY 5 A= aME 48
Sle] BORFHES WS T RS Fol £ MK BRHE WAl Bol7ke Holth. AME oMt
M€ AR A AT A-Roleh. BORREL BeK B0l 271§ Hie BBRTAR Y WARLE
REE Ao] obve} 28] 4ol Bt BB A 4 XA E FR Mok Holh, =Hebd Bk
e BRI HF o2 BB HE89 7164 35 (Trends ) & BT 20| HIGIH: BEWeS
T RESL VML BRSO BI BIRE MiRY 5 ook ).

© A% 4044 (Good Citizenship) & kA Aok Uob. o & WAL LEKBEAR
9 &b #3 ER¥E, PREER B85 T NSEEREY oA KEHES HE— H
Al MRE g4 AT 2R FEY ¢ e IS BERANGAY RIFE 850 23
ol MEY ¢ UAv EFEBEE AFASE A T BHEHEY HELS F 5 dd—& AAY
°F Rk, oW o elulo] FRHE S EHA AL AVYAE WP 4 g FHolm o
vol7h4 B (Reality) 3t i3 (Problems) § Y& o] HEEAH (Policy-Oriented)

€ 7HH7 Hio.
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@ BERFo) 333t PREMBE ¥ BFEIERC] Wobxok . B BUEMFES BAL Bikdzn
Rbkol Ehx BUfkiEo] KNS AS EAAZNZ ANAE BORNEY HAMEA FEER]
g2 FRS ook gebe Ao] BAMQ Rl .

® 4%k design(social experimentation design) & o BESEAI7I I o) § A
#IBE (Institution) €% #LFEAIA volstol e}, HLEKe] F2% (emerging) HRE
T4 Rk vl 7MY A4 s 2ol

@ BB/ A BRMESE o Aol AMY (humanity) o BRI 22 MEEs] MRRE
¥4 7171 T FIERQ BHE A Sk T,

4. &5 W —E# NEA-

old7ha] BIEREL olw et HRTFAA 43sk Hglen 249 FEERLS FAUHE
Yehezkel Dror s HE#& wold %kt

AEMo 2 BUIERY-E Meta-Policymaking & @4 BofEs WEY BELE M
9] stk o8 & Meta-Policymaking & BORiES] Witk MBI EEM A4
gl sk Ao 24 REREENE EHN) Ko Togelt HAolet ¥ 4 k. gl M2t
BMREARE HHA 7150 Qi A+ HBEM HEol U Algite B RWHLNSoY R
WREREs) S22 B2 Fifel 9o AN M2$ EMY BEE ( Ideas) o/ o] L&
f99] MEREMol b ¢ 4 sioh. 28 mE o] ¢ MMES BE M-S o3hs Mty AU
sHe o] EUEAlEs] TEY Fr1HQ FEholSn ¢ + Usk.®)

ol WA ¥ W $El9 KEBE N2 —We Paradigms o] XR BENEE T HRA
T o] & Bl HWAAA vholrbe Uolet ¥ 4 AUtk

Boe BEMYPE BRAA ke @R oA skt AmL ¥ EEd 4N @
BRI S S8 BN (Conventional) FIEHELISC] =& M2 d HREETE bR
AR Qs e Mot @ MEE e BURHEEES YA KFAY AUt e ¥
Aojeh. @ BURRES BARAIZZ a4 SEM BME 1WA ok & AL, oA
WUHEMEE LT A7 o Kol BRMNEARE REY As s MESlt.
@ BoRRES BEH L0l HA7 A TAAQ AL A g AREE S e e 1
54 ERY 4 ek

48) Yehezkel Dror, *PROLEGOMENA”, pp.31 ~ 33.
49) 1Ibid., pp.33 ~ 35.
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2 ¥ A

%3 Felveldl dolA BRMFE ¥A ALY # MEE 4521 O 42 &R A5
A FRE BR, @ REM BEFRY Rinsd & 5 dox Bl &l RG24
@ iy #EHke KRER 221 @ FERN BERIEs] 8O0 BESS KN ¥ + .

o] ¥A ¥ o fevdelel Yol EEAMPY BA HALY AL el BEHR A 4
TRl EESH: Ao2H BURNES A #A7 A8AE 4 BEHRY FIFHE 7HA 2ok
3HaL 2 oh 3¢ shehe] g ZHA gkl
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— Summary —

The Need for Policy Sciences and its Dimensions
— with A Prelude to Policy Sciences —

Ko, Choong Suk

We are living in the age of scientific revolution through daily life and social activity. Though
sciences are making rapid development, we find that many problems are left to be solved and
their facets and characteristics show a tendency to be more complicated than ever before. What
are the reasons why these situations take place? Where can we find the ways to tide over this
crisis? Policy Sciences must be able to give adequate answers for these inquiries and to provide
th means to solve those problems.

Generally, contemporary sciences are unable to meet the urgent policymaking needs. And,
particularly, the two other clusters of scienees, namely, the behavioral sciences and the manage-
ment sciences, presumed to be directly applicable for improvlement of policymaking, have also
fundamental weaknesses.

This inadequacy of sciences to advance policymaking is not the result of underdevelopment
of one discipline or another; rather, this inadequacy is built into the very characteristics of con-
temporary sciences. Therefore, if we want significantly to increase the contributions of sciences
for better policy making, a new scientific approach is necessary. And findings on the necessity
of new paradigms for a new Policy Sciences are not a substitute for the need to accelerate progress
of parts of contemporary sciences.

Since Policy Sciences were advocated by Harold D. Lasswell in 1951, there have been some
endeavors to develop it. Nevertheless, we can say that Policy Sciences have not been made any
remarkable development, but, at last, they have been tured down detail case study for nearly
two decades. Recently, Yehezkel Dror emphasized the necessity and revival of Policy Sciences,
trying to establish its unique concept with paradigms. Policy Sciences has come to attract our
attention again and to provide its own foundation for further advancement.

However, we have many barriers to overcome in Policy Sciences that may be endemic to
the characteristics of Policy Sciences themselves, in science community, in policymaking com-
munity, and in society at large. In addition, when we try to research Policy Sciences theoritically
and to apply them actually to the present situation in Korea, we will be faced with a few more
obstacles as follows:

(1) Deficiency of democratic mode in life and thought of both of people and leaders; lack
of rationality which does not admit the setting of the base for Policy Sciences to be grown up.

(2) Moral corruption; confusion between private and public interests which will be a great
obstacle to theoritical research and practical application of Policy Sciences.

(3) Technology lag and insufficient facilities for quantitative approach.
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(4) Survival of pre-modem bureaucratic tendency in policy-making community which re-
flects strong resistances against adoptation of innovation or changes.

These are difficulties for development and application of Policy Sciences. But we should
try to surmount the hinderances, and, if we make a progress in Policy Sciences by even a small
result, it will be easy for us to overcome the barriers in proportion to the amount of the results.
Thus, we will have a socalled ‘‘Magic Circle.”

It is unsatisfactory that this thesis could not provide the core of Policy Sciences in detail
but the present descriptive introduction of works of the other scholars. However, Policy Sciences
are still in the state of premature, herefore it would be rather important to understand the basic

concept and methodology of Policy Sciences and then to organize any creative works.
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