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I. 4 &

A A =7 (policy tools or instruments)ll T+ 2= A 7] AL FHZ =
718193 Th(Salamon, 2002; Peters and Van Nispen, 1998; Eliadis et al., 2005). %1 R
23 o] 3 AA == QA G ol ARE-E o] kAT FH ol Mgk A
Q124

o] itk HAe] HF3 Asfo] WAL FAETY SPA JFHol B

o] shirolth 24| FAAHYAEE Fol2 HAEAE A5 Sstel Hag
Qe TR fA S 2 ok AR, ol 3 W& MY o] b e 8 a
AENN 58 FAC] AL 4 Ak hukshE Y=o B 29 A
A40] EAEe] AAH £42 F B2 FHH o] A %@ Ro] Aol u)

- O] Th(Peters, 2005; Van Nispen and Ringeling, 1998).
AAE BAETFAT= v AT AAEA S == AR S0 2=
o} 7d-57F Bt ek 927t o'l A =TT O E A2 E?Oﬂ Hlsf of -3

FAA 22w o) AN e AT 1 mlske] 579 3 243 Aol
= 3%—@%— AAH o2 A 5 ot AR 4YAJL T =g
7l 2 Fol7) wolt. et ol @ A-gH o)1 ARl Aro) et
AR A=) deg Hhg AAETE Afolo] gxtels AHT F v
A7 A2 ¢ o Ao B JAETATE J A=A ) A3 A7A
Aol F2g vig o nr} EAs Aol 432 AAAA ol A BRE
FTEHe AAZEFOIR B 5 Ytk ool At At B AdxE o] & 7]
EANETATE] B4 12T ol FF AT IA S 2H3] A SEA 42
=TT oo Bl aA gt

dow ANETAL Lo Aol A BEHE - ol =74 54



(instrumentalities) = 7Z3FL 9131 7] (techniques), B R (methods), &3] (devices), 71
% (technologies) &2 = 1 T4 71'd (constructs)= T2}t A FS EOIE} 10
A B0l AR =70 | dA o] AA ol = StAE bl & A Abol 7} glal FEIgh
AT A7) of Hok sHAIRE, o] H 3 FH AR A=A 71%”“’4% A=
T2} 3 (public policies), ZE 1 (policy programs), & & 2] 7] (techniques of
public management) & AR ZTE] X}o] & W] o) ks B S ZE 9l e
H AY =T FHEFEY oE e op7]staL ok
B AAETEAVIES AAET tig shEd #4e]l EAIE Dahl and
Lindblom(1953)°l| &} 3} A Al | A F-7} AH8-8k= AFS A A 2 =Sl thek &
a2 olF AA=TATE Aoy PN &3] =FFY
(instrumentalistic approach)©] 2}aL &2 T} (Salamon and Lund, 1989). =72
& 9 ATFAELS A ETE A AL A (policy design)&] 7] E QAR o]
A AA ol B3 A A "= F A AR OE AT ® "t Allio, Dobek,
and Weimer, 1998). 3huH= 73 A18H2 A5 0 2 A pigoud} o] AR E w3}
© AY=TE gruAste A AEl o A&FE ] 19601 ] Kirschen
(1964) 18]l HTZ 7 Ve AHEA H2EFO 3l Weimer and
Vining(1998)oll &Jal tixETh &= & A5 A3 dF5o=2A A9
eI A S VFEShe T8 8o s LA AL AA =T A
7%= AlZbolt} (Bardach, 1977; Elmore, 1987; Doern and Phidd, 1992; Hood, 1986;
Schneider and Ingram, 1997).
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Doern and Phidd
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ZTo}E|E EEH7bSs
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Peters and Van Nispen(1998)2 7| & 2] AASHA AT A7 A =79 A
E8 2 A3A ELA] (contingencies)% H 4B rVete] Ak BAd vHE

2R ¥

A4 B4 e AdeT Tk v RaT Bl d B el BAglo)
SA AYEFE SE5e AEFe Bkt o7 /NE =T =754 (tool
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and Peters, 1998; Bagchus, 1998). 53], Woodside(1998)= =5 7}t M 2}(national context)
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3. 7|1=d, &2|d M2AH (technocratic, rational policy-making) AlZt

SHinstrument) S ST (tool) O] 2= @ 0] 9|5tk 7|EY AAEFA
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5. AEHMA HZ(hierarchical approach)
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Howlett (2005), Bressers and O'Toole (2005) 7 -2 AT A& BB F-3P A9
o3 TEH= B AAEF B AAS Btk o] 5 BRI TA9 &2
2 AFARA “FA A EF(vertical tools)"BETHE @AY B, StEUH I A 2
S NZE 733 ET (horizontal tools)" 22| A o] Ao HF7} Lt ¥
g olsfat Al glo] S Holekn EwTh Te, olele ek v
£ Uepol A e B 0 Qojuha A Qon] 1 Wbt hA S B 2} 2
71 weol wet 3ol 7} 91& Zolck

6. MAX|EFA (design-oriented) A

AEA AYETEATIE ] BAL B3] FAAASH A%l e} A4
£ A 0GR 3] A A FYF LI A4

g Wt oIeh ek, AAET O] A design) RABA AAETE A

& S7I2 o]ojd Aolgta Wojgkt =y, Al
oFof] T3k At FAIAZIY] AP AFELS AIA=TEC] Yoz g395 1}
ER Al 2o 27]1 3 8 A (self-implementing) ©| ] Sw& HAETE (Kett, 1988;
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1993). obF-g] ARREA AR =2} ste et o =3k &35 vEded 24

Al #YFFS o8 dvhe Aol FHI e Zlolth AU Peters

o00)= FEH AT BAETATVE IAE 287t Aee AT AA
ST 2 YN oM AR 224 A =F GFel IA o Es)r] W El F
Azt #ej&Fo] glole A =77 A7A o]7] o Hrk= Aotk

1980‘41’41 o] F B AR S0 AT & WSE gl Ytk B R AR
YR} To] & Ao A ST AL O]Eﬁﬂf el o =27
Ogﬁok@-o}%q. &3] 41&&HE (New Public Management) 2} S= W3y A
AAIA ] 52 thaEstal vk 28y, oJAI7kA] A B AAH A=A
ol 35S YA AT, NEEFEA, Ve, e BY, ASAA A 2A
A FH AAolgte SHEEHE 44 FFE4 H (contingency approach), =T
A A (analysis of instrument mix), H1 & 2] 23 (non-rational model), BI A SA A H

(non-hierarchical approach), =T E](tool management)2] 43 52 AME& H
S = o]Fstal At 53], Faitotol & WEe] 352 = A o] WA A 54
of thg TA S ZHE thF WEH 3 2l (contextual factors) T =792 A5 2 ¢
73 (goodness of fit) & 7 Z38= 744 T3 (contingency perspective) &= ©]& | T},
o] & gt 73 < (contingencies) Tl 7Y FEREL Q= AL F7PE A XA,
AA, F34, A 52 2ol 7} b= EAJ o]tk Howlett(2005) S A =2 A H
T7PAE AAAAYAASY] D] AAETAES} A5 BAS Aokt 4
ANAAA Fe ARA aolSo ols) §Fuiria 42 ah A, wef of @

N l‘lO oﬁ

I 747t T2 2] A A & administrative capacity) & 2853 YA ESHTHH 1A
U fRIEFEGE JRET & 4= vrof] itk Z o]t Ringeling(2005) %
AT U] FPE A E B DD A 2] S| FESA o2 T

714 weko] Zpol & 3hshe AWHA A A =24 (generic tool analysis) ol 7] 2%k
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AASTHAE e T b o] Frha TR Y= THA s Ao glo]
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T AFAE2 AR ET] Ao dFE VT v=e] B AT -l
B EAEtA Y F7] Tl oll B3 Al F(contracting our) F-E] Al AFeke] A A
A, B9, A2 AE A T, AR Ak A 878 AT radable permits
ol Aolo] SAsIA. FEluete] A-ols AFFEY NEAHE AATA

T3 AAE ZE3F AH=FF0] ol Hlsl] B S s GEHAAT =

OP%E} ERE 1980 AT o] F FEZA A 7l A U A A =TRo] Thefste}
MRS BET R BPPA | Hois APH G} 05 o)l 5
Aol ke v 2 W BUY A7) Sel ke UFsE AN ERA 7)Y, &
9, st 5 AAEIAY AR Y] B2 AR WARE 5o
eale) AH S IE HAR L Bk B S HolR) olele A H
T AAETAT7L Bl 22493 analytical) ©] 3L 71 & (techmcal)ol ol & =%
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