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Anderson, James E. 2006. Public Policy-Making: An Introduction. 6™ Edition. New York:
Houghton Mifflin Company.
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1. @ ;ﬁ 2 £ Fo i ? Definition of public policy

2. A REMA 35 2 £ FT i 2 Why study public policy?

3. 2 £ il vRiE #5] ? Categories of public policies

4. = X FTHFAF G & Evolution of research for public policy

5. N EJFTRFY h Jfﬁ Framework of research for public policy

6. SEFTRF UREFT T BT ? Research approaches for policy study

7. SR PTG IREFT Y 2 E B2 T ? Research methods and approaches

for policy study
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1. =X pr i~ 457 7R 24 H073] 2 Models for policy analysis
+1 & #-7] Institutional model
i #2 -7 Process model

32 4 $7] Rational model
i3] Incremental model
& %2 -] Group model
%E’ﬁ‘_’ | Elite model

£ 3£ #% -7 Public choice model

Tﬁi 2 78 25 127 Game theory model

2. AFARR * FARPCA| 032 d Reasons for using process model
3. 2 X g A 17 Policy analysis
4. g~ 7~ B Policy analyst

R
1. Dye, Thomas, 2002, Understanding Public Policy. Chapter 2.
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3 4F ¢ F K B 2332 Policy Problem Identification
1. #®3) o X B 22 ? Definition of public problem
2. xR 4Edc® B 4 9 How do public problems occur? (Initiators and

)

triggering devices)

3. SRR ARy VR4 0 g i 7 What are the channels for initiating a public
problem?

4. FeRr¥rrR A X B AT A v & ? How does a government
respond to a public problem?

5. 2 X P EE4ee 2 5 e B 4E ? How can a ‘public’ problem converse into
a ‘policy’ problem?
i 3 ¥ K ¥ 3& ? Definition of policy problem
FOR B3R vRE 47 %] ? Classification of policy problems
R IR T g R B 42 2 Who identify a policy problem?
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3 4F © F K B 32332 Policy Problem Identification

1 4o @ 3 € KR 3 2 3 ¥R 2 2 2 Methods for identifying and
structuring a policy problem

2. PR IIEL V4o BE - rc R AR L ? What is policy issue
paper? How to prepare a policy issue paper?

3. FTR R EEIR T 72+ Policy problem identification in practice
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1. @3} 52K R 4] ? Definition of policy formulation

i R ARAFe K ? Who formulate public policy?

FOR DI R Y £t B ? Principles for policy formulation
e fe (TFC 1 23] ? Process of policy formulation
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formulate a policy proposal?

6. PR FE > X240 I A 52K FE > % ? What is policy

alternative? How to formulate a policy alternative?
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7. o @ A B oahgr X % ? How to compare different policy

alternatives?
8. drife & $7FC R > % ¥ {714 ? Feasibility analysis of policy alternatives
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1. Fo X > ke[ g J2 5 vRit ? Approaches for deciding a policy proposal

Fuie - L 4 /% (Political decision-making approach)

brig 4§ i85 (Incremental decision-making approach)

¥ B 11 4K 4/ (Garbage-can decision-making approach)

B L F AW 2 1S (Mixed-scanning decision-making approach)
7 R4 Wi % (Satisfying decision-making approach)

2. FTR A9 7% Policy formulation in practice
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I M- F 2 72 (Rational-comprehensive decision-making approach)
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10 3 4F ¢ F X 43 Policy Formulation
1. #® 3} 52 K # 7 ? Definition of policy argument
2. 5P EREY FE#HFE ? Functions of policy argument
3. IR hma fﬁ; 7?3 7Re & % 7 Structure and elements of policy
argument
4oim (FFC L HE 72 F VR 2 3% 2 Modes of policy argument
5. FTR#¥E R b|3t# Policy argument in practice
fp 2P
1. Dunn, William N., 2008, Public Policy Analysis: An Introduction. Chapter 4.
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3 FT K & 72 it ? Definition of policy adoption

L PITR F & &% 1Y ? Legitimation of public policies

R &2 i 5 ? Who adopt public policy?

A O~ FCR & GE I i 42 ? Who else are also involved in the process?
FTR £ 14842 5 @ ? Process of policy adoption

FCR &2 1Y g ARV i § 7R B % 7 Results of policy adoption
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FUR &2 045 vRiE i ¥ 2 * 9 Strategies for policy adoption
7~ ZRPR (Persuasion)
z ~ 157 (Bargaining)
[ ~ ¥33 (Lobbying)
Yo A 37 FC A F 71 2 Analysis of political feasibility
9. Fr &xiviEf? [ 4 | eh%] % Human factor in the process of policy
adoption
10. Fe i £ v @42 Y T4 A& | e0F]% Institutional factor in the process of
policy adoption
11. 7T & % i e9F 7+ Policy adoption in Practice
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FZXBERALI T HERE L Policy argument paper
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FT R R 17 Policy Implementation
iw aﬁ TR 7 ? Definition of policy implementation
i RH 7R ? Who implement public policy?
EETTR A F ka4 o 2 Definition of target group
Yot % e A v g PR R 3 7 2 Compliance of target group
FTR 3 7 87 7 2 J© Research approaches of policy implementation
FT R 7% Theories of policy implementation
R % fic ¢ B2 50 K 934 7 2 What are key factors which influence
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policy implementation?
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A8 FRAF Policy Implementation
1. F wRet (7 5 %1 £ 9 Policy Tools for implementing public policy
2. 4o TR rﬂ"‘i 7 ? Monitoring of policy implementation

3. A FFIx Pollcy implementation in practice
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2. Anderson, James E. 2006. Public Policy-Making: An Introduction. Chapter
6.

3. Weimer, David L. and Aidan R. Vining. 1999. Policy Analysis: Concepts and
Practice. Chapter 9.
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i 4F : Fr L #®= % Policy Evaluation

i 3 i 3% ? Definition of policy evaluation

L P& (T L 3% ? Why evaluate public policy?
® 3} #o K ¥ 7k ? What is policy cycles?

R ITFCR % ? Who evaluate public policy?

FCR 3 3 7R gk 2 The nature of policy evaluation
FCR T iE e ¥R ¥ 5 ? Functions of policy evaluation

FCRFER 3 RE 2 5 ? Types of policy evaluation
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FCR T iE 3 R % 9 Criteria for policy evaluation
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AJTR TR E % T B % A ? Stakeholders of policy evaluation

16

F2ZBExAH (- )1 L BixA74F 2 Case study of policy

instruments
1. Powerpoint © g f 3%
2. KAzt
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instruments
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i 48 ¢ Fr XL ¥ % Policy Evaluation
1. F R 3% e ;2 Approaches to policy evaluation

2. FTR i 4 7+ Policy evaluation in practice
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