st=fPDl2cl=d K82 X2& 2012. 04 1~-27%

Birkland2] ALt Al MMHE(EPC) 0|21t 28 HE ™

- 7|&e| M3y o|2n Zgue| H|w

o5t

et = 22t HHHES AN 8%E &= U= 012D 20| s ML U= &= =9E 6
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SHCHAlink, 't Hart & Boin, 2001: 43; Nohrstedt, 2008 259-260). g2 5ol wist 71 2 L&zl
o274 7|02+ Kingdon(1934, 1995)¢] Multiple Streams(MS) 2, Baumgartner?} Jones(1993) <]
Punctuated Equilibrium(PE) =49, Sabatier(1988, 1993, 1999, 2007)2] Advocacy Coalition
Framework(ACF) =9 —18]3 Birkland(1997, 2006, 2009)2] Event related Policy Change(EPC) =+
Event related Policy Learning(EPL)E32 5] AtHKingdon, 1984, 19%; Sabatier, 1988, 1993, 1999,
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2007; Baumgartner & Jones, 1993; Birkland, 1997, 2005, 2006, 2009). 53] A= 7)) olF]
AL Anshzdl o] 7 2xd FelZ Birkland®] AT GAWE 2P (EPC = EPL)
o] A% 3L IekBirkland, 1997, 2005, 2006, 2009; ©1%F, 2010; °l%&-t <1, 2011).

HE, 715E, A9 5 i ARde] dofuhd r2s wtols AL B Ade] delA &
FAAAE 420 gl ugzg:qﬂ ARt Sjsl, 7Rl Sk, e g SAAkE, Ela u
s dajAkge] Aprle tofel /IHUlE 8 oli7h SHHr mrjele] e offgh Ak
Fo] Yol olfE A S AFE(EARBAE), 5 F3el8, T, AETh A9

HEdA £tk 1 Azie] AdAE EE slold AR 2 Bl Als4 gl mo}

of
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M B YS9 B, Jlwge) ek B8, AR U 5 Qe $Ee) 4% 2u

SO skl u A ANEE AL UG TN Bele FAA Bl 2R AFU
=
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ZAIAS7E A 3 Pl FRIE Avl F4 ZARIAZ} AYs 3 BEETh oleld &
= A

S AR ARde] Tl dojupA] Bes §7] ffsl o] ARl wRE HILE ShadteiEhal 3
Y E7F g Ade] - Aol Wigk oyt 82 JiAdste e SgellA o]Folxith 1t
W, ol GeEd AAIA oAGA IS WA= o= HlE olnr@ A, AL, A
aejal ZAE spgel s AR 48 asfjof sk o7k

o|=H uligd

A G AAAGe Hoztso] AASt EFgshe AEAQ1 AAFAo]tH(Burstein, 1991;

Knoke & Laumann, 1982). 7} =EStR shgrol 2dA)s] o] Aotk Birkland, 2006). ©|

gt G| HF2Ho2 sl AdE, F AT FAES Uuste] desie AFRER 74
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= la zE]a Avst =% glti(Handmer & Dovers, 2007: 29). BH& W, 14, 4

BES

o7 Aolshar ArkBirkland, 2006: 139). A%

AR Flolo] 7h4 mzke zgwgm mow T ol 231*03201D}(Birk1and 2006). ©] 3
wg) EE A 7o) A

=
F_u

it 2=3ARI(major focusing events)oll AWRE wf AL FAWFE Thssidtan dok
(Birkland, 2006: 158). vkt AR A& ofAel g EA= FAA7|AL AA] tis 44
AAEE AP E)O] S2R1 #i] F7FE yEhr] diitolth o] &olg AHJo® A Kingdon
T19] A ‘Agendas, Alternatives, and Public Policies ol ZHAAL F34g o] x| A4
(agenda setting phase)ell th3h A5l sk AFEHEA FAUES Zefshs aQle= 7
9] 7Ig AdS 23k W g e A dth(Kingdon, 19840 99-103). “g&e] Y A
= ARl oy 7HA] EE(streams)o] FHH Rol= WES gk 713]9] Hwindow of
opportunity)’ & o= Z o2 o]s| 3],

Birkland= Z3AR1S] 7d-& Al H(disaster)# Abil(accident)ol] #-8-3l=dl, Adat Abale 44
Ao gk BAS Z7A It RS whAaskd oHBirkland, 1997a; Birkland, 2006: 1). £3] Birkland
= 1973 Z7]97(After Disaster: Agenda setting, public policy, and focusing event)ol|A At
o] Al(agenda)ell G mHth= wWegh HAS Wolx ARd(event), A9 5 (nature), “LE]3L
Aol o3l =g A A e FAE v A9 TeAY] S AR et Al
S st o] A ERREOA thAh AR g A4 H(agenda-setting) A3 E(politics) S LA

F oAddg FE3E o]F 200610 =3 ‘Lessons of Disaster: Policy Change After

l

o], A& 2} :
2) ¥hH Birkland®] E&olA], 24 A2 dubd oz Al Addls PAER] ke ofojriofe] A4S o
J5kS 1A S oy, AXHom Fujo oF wAY EFostty uHEHAY FAES

[¢]
AEA HEZ 7]3E v o= Aokl Fgsta 3itkBirkland, 2006: 159).
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Catastrophic Events’ o4 ©<=3l 97 W3}(agenda change)”} obd A2 W& (policy change)©] At
S MEEA oo mETH o= HEIAE RN =AY A S ALt
Birkland(2006: 2-4)= AAH 58 AAIA(policy change) oA 534 (learning  process)e] A3}z
olad 4 U= WS AASHHA EA-A (particular event)?} AZE 4 = AAWMES AT
#(54]) AN Z(event-related policy change)’©]2}il &3} th Birkland®] Z2&AAS] 73S A}
I(accidents), A A H(natural disaster), 223l €& FZ(terrorists attacks)Z-= we]doz A7l
R A AR (catastrophes)S E3HH= 7124~ 8]$ Abd(sudden events) 0.2 o]&ljglar itk
Sabatier & Weible(2007: 204)2 Z=%AHA(Kingdon, 1995; Birkland, 1997 1998, 2004)¢] oJn]Z K-
Exoz w21 Quiar shaA WE F4(internal shocks) 0.2 E&ste] AHolslar it} o= dA<
AAAAA ] AojE PN oREZA WES ek Fo=E U F5& e & 43 FHof

BA0AE), A, FA 22 Ao w AR JEE Foletel T3 AR WEe TheAde] =
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Ao g Aojstal AR E 7SR EAR- A AR 22 A Aol AR HaE
zx]0] FEfolla] A ARAERE ofue} ditiA Alfiu ARe] AWEMAE X

Ao el HEE SRidiFe] el FFHes EE ARE Audiva Aefsta gl

(Birkland, 1998: 53-55; Birkland, 2001: 101; & 2009: 272).
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2. ZEARIS REoRMe| TR MFel Kialojy

A71E vhhEE AZAN, diare A on] E3holA o] ARSI B FR7AS] o
FE A 71l $HE FaL ] WFE EFE 5 okt Hart & Boin, 20010 18-19). 3,
W=7 Ble 2 2HAMA(Fast buming focusing event)S Q1&= AHE, 1A A1F QZFalx) 2
S A9 A T ] Edsia we] TREE ARE oveth EA, JFEREA S 23R
(Cathartic focusing event)> obs AWz 5 g|A AN dA- Edst v 3] @] &
gHe ARES guigith AR A Bal e AEskeE 2
focusing event)= AAA3N, 7|EH3) A|F- 2ds}t 5 G| ] AR AR
EEA EEetal #Ale e AR AR ARLS ou)gitl v ute 2 A =9 2AARA
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x3sto] 55 AR GATE ARLS SJrldit
G o] = Vergari(1996: 46)¢] 2 a1l &3k ke AAZF 7hsaith A WA 2 e
2 973 emergency)S ZEishE AR B AR 1S 97]= 2Al =E9I% 2349
33} FAketth oA el o R ALSlAA o] weko® Qla] TAG 7RSS wEA Beas
Pl 543 fraketth Al Al B elow Wx WA e el we ARAAgAEe

Rl
MBS AR dlof she Aol APoRA WS 9)E Au=As 2PAA B4 fil

am e

1

—
_4

oleldt 2AARAS] ERTF SAF F W] A shs AL ofyAwE AR oF T ARIoR
A3l Abzlo] 4 7hx] Wstel FE|Ee] FA| 914 2 o] Wslt] JEgS T AAS o))
Q& ol g o] P8t Handmer & Dovers, 2007: 133-134).
A FRES 1 US FHS AT o 294 R HeE
ol

=4
9} Boin(2001: 147-148)2 $17] 28 Z3AA

-~

(6]

3} 91 rom

EHAH FI|| £ = (speed of focusing event development)

X (fast)

HEAE2E= | ZH EE|gT(long shadow)
(fast burnlng) Z=AEA

.:l ﬂE%% 9/11 &2,

EEMATE

£ (speed of
focusing event

termination)

aTE(fast)

FHEL2 A A (cathartic) =4 Et= (slow burmning)
EFMA: ots dEE EA, EE = THESH=(creeping)
Aol AA | EFEAMNA: I-_rL ELFEF 7|=#Hzt AHERE S
-wgool HAw wd g | -wiliacl uEENCl ¥ o 250 s1

x| @ =l (slow)
<” 1> ZBARIY 98
¥ A& ‘t Hart & Boin(2001), Drennan & McConnell(2007: 19), Vergari(1996: 46), ©]&7F(2010: 114) o1&
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3. ZEAIM o|F FHME JIsY

Adubd oz HAWFo] AR g o8] e hedo] =2 545 AVIE A A
(Kindon, 1984; Howlett, 1938, Handmer & Dovers, 2007)o]g}aL 3ich ARute] FamE = wr}
Aot Axd WskE 93 Fasgk 7)3e 53] Q1A A T AAA Edo] A¥EE Suigh
e A AR & S AR o] Fell FA] AXivk= Heol de] 1A8HAL k. o5
T = AR Fol Aolth(Handmer & Dovers, 2007: 133). Birkland(2006: 7)& AW ES AHY
A3} Aol Hekgk dHom FHEste] Fetal Qlvk YnkHow GAAA ] FoaiEo] AAstaL
EFEte AdE A FAE NG (policy domain)d 2.2 F&tar tHBurstein, 1991; Knoke
Laumann, 1982 Birkland, 2006). Al\d} gl AL Aldel] Fokgh Oéc—’w”)r ohd <
sk vk WA, Adel] Flojo] 7 mIzkek g0
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(domains prone to disaster)’ &2 At} gk <
o= FWAQ ARo] oA Fo g FAlY $HAEE A= A #AAS A Ktk
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olsh e 4A e Avtol e Aolgom Ael ZAAA FolAGe] AdH oz FATA
| # )

e
2
T
rlr
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2,
18
rO
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é
j& 04.1.
2
4
of
R N (e )

2 e
&

A FUEEE &3] gD s Aem oA wEbA Aldel FekelA d= dYolM= AA
]_

HEo] AAZ AFAR

2RAARAE T2 AR g3 Yoy HEiER FAE AT FEA UiFe] HAE e
2] 1 9= A (policy without a public)”o]tHMay, 1992; Birkland, 2006: 161). °]&f3t =
AL A 71252 Y Sadgse] HASAY vha SAIE dldsty] st siEAs &
13174 k3 AAWEo] o]2old Sw itk thuk AAMHES ojm

o1t o &=
7H] Bl g2 EEle A2 ¢ 2153k Sk Birkland, 2006: 160).

&

R

Il. E&opY o|Ent 2 H|u

4) AR 379, dErol mEa FESHE} BE ARoddolt), o] JAEL o Ar FEE a1 wkEgr)
= 1 <t o%alﬂlfﬂ% g A 91F ool 2= 911 o)F AdANGE v E ol ZAl7E §lE A
2 o IARE Boh gl HEQHE e FEetE o] dRvE Hinh Azl sl A G 4%
WREAREARE 712 TE el A9 (Y v, ofd TS (YT S ARThES A Alde]
ehd BAS 7}ML w}aw Azl AR ge] 7k e gekBirkland, 2006: 6-7).

5) Ax JJr omﬂl 2 GYelA dsl= AFES ole e Alde] S Frlskar oS8k Aretaat =93
ot FEHel Oﬂ‘%ﬂiﬂ TAYES £4, AlHE(sabotage), L2]al HA]7} dojubr] o 1 23 HHES o

HC}EPH] B2 ¥ilel AtkBirkland, 2006: 7).
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1. Sabatiere] 8sHEH2 & (Advocacy Coalition Framework: ACF)
$3ATEH L kgl o) g ARE, oHts, dHE 1da giF AES ¥33)

£ AT BIAS T 2EA GAAL 167 ) gl ) Q954 AL el A

123). Sabatier(1983, 1993, 1999, 2007)

i&
e
z
=
D
g
L
.
@]
=
D

<H 1> 1999¢ H# vs. 20079 HES D& X0l 24

19098 A R4 \ HlnE=9l \ 20078 &=9|
< HIMT|EF 3H5(policy-oriented learming) ot & =R JMHEE g2 F}
Q2ESR2/E2(external perturbations or shock)(external - U8 &2 M. U2 5240] Z5IAMH
perturbations)0leks =2 425 Sol S22 LMe &~ oM =&t FHMHSE 018 +
S 4(dependent variables)Ql A8 L MBS Ulk= A2 IFEH HY
gsis 0I12IC) =& - U8 2 22 52 QI0IT HHMHA AE0| BiglE
- HUBIRMINIC QERQ! (R HUMHHS I &olof 28k Bigt US8)
HBIRAMIMC H2IIE AOIOIA AL OS2 SElls | - SA0 8t B3k ZIXIGHH SAE SOl Alst
SO H2 XA MSIZHE HMES QAS0H 2dh Fats | WEAH), 2 23 HEXNSE 724, SE 2,
B=Cl= HAI=Z2 IS SOIZE RE NSXY2 M2 CI2 ¢igt9
- JHOI256); ASARISHHIN E&E DIASZ0 QIEE | FHJSZ2H A0F &, 140 65 2 320 &4,
Iy CHEXFES Z0IF ASH0| SX(OHOIA 24H 2
- SSUEL GI2HMC Cst RS CIRE JIE £2 | MZRE), FHIASHAH FIIHCE 21, A ASH
gee =8 S8%ECz [ Hlcke YR =29 | 0In=2 UR00t &, Al27=, ot %%HH &
Al 0|R0{&
¥ FQ M
- 104 E£E= O 0lae J)tE QF
~ DAl ZHS HBSIMM S0 I|FOI J|2F SOHY| oL HBiEE oin
- HHEIRMRS2 CrYst +32 20N S0t dHeES 2F 28
- M2 ARIHHZ g 4 Uk A
 FRIME
[SB5%E JI4]
Sabatier | 1. OtLIS| HGIAMM LHOIA HHSHA AEN 25 AL =Ml A SSHSY ATfSES)
(1988,93) | 2£2 AUEHOIA AYE| OHNE A8 2 20IC
2. 3% SSAHE L2 #AX= O =0 AlEN ANHM= 20 Z oIARICH A 2l
0101l CHalld=E AEHol S22 2L 240IC
3. HRIX F= HE2 FWMSAMW AN AES oIFHOP| Mol OIXE FHO| AES EI(old &
340||:|.
10. [ZJH JIX XIS Zco| HRIEERS 2 XA MO AR|ESCH M X2 ME B0
o Mg g=Ct in 1993
11. [301] slLiel 2558 WA 8RR 28 19 0|28 SUEEC ¢ 28 YFS
AIXIStCE in 1993

:

o A

il

6) AMEY SHoA d Me REI} 2o)E Hol=u )4 Au ¥ (rational choice) 4
St B4 o] FuE|Hor sk o714 d9xkE Mgk WhH ACFolAE A Aldo] 43
2 grgEo]of kS FEEH oleld 9] JleAE Abdel miAlEA] ZEtial AASTHSabatier &
Weible, 2007: 194).
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<E 1> 19994 K vs. 2007 HE 28 XH0| R4&(HI=)

¥ =Q AL
QIEEHO| [}A OHRA HIAS {0E QA0 21 A|2HEQH OHRIA
ASHQI BI‘Z’APJ% HUGIAMMO HEN 2 =
02 HEDISRE; = S tﬂek LIRS 8o HE, MX| AIAE et BE
250t %‘éﬂr HES & LqJHIJ1I SABH HESHAL AEE IR Qe SWE 20t 018

K01 Q10 B0l F&ks DIXD| Tla+ M2t 0l Jis
JH"“‘=’°'7(| 2 FIRSHA= RSN policy broker)0l 2ol =&

SO PHRASO HS2 2QE MES HIEHOR HMOZ MEAIIES HATN YASL2

HUXEN 50| B2

J|EQ HHMBE2 HHMT|EEE) RS2/ A (external perturbations or shock)2 BIECZ BIASLE
LISSA SA 28t &2 Ot

02
o
0
N
0x

0O ACF2l JlZ & Tl

1. OIS ArRMEIE 2HE S %XI
2. JMAFO| HHAE= A ZMGIRAMAMN A2 0I1F Helop| g =
3. @M IXNH dRkl= A SSHECE IE(HID HESRA 40| 01 &5 Jts
4. Gg 2t S5 SAARD| Rof MER Y =2
Sabatier .
O OloiiZ X MAI(UERZ, HEds
(2007) S ( ees)

1. OFRIMIA ZOAIRt SSHEC HIERIAX £82 2A2DF(Smith, 2000; Fenger & Klok, 2001;
Weible, 2005)

- GIBHS0| LOILF ZZX0I0 HHEE QD
2 ALNsH A SE29sH AAHE 240 UK
IHAIE2 AlIZI0] S2HA HEH HE BHAS 4ot SXIok=12(Schlager, 2006)
2. FXDISFAEI LA S8 A, X2, oY, Mk Fak2 0IXI=D12(Zafonte & Sabatier, 2004,
Kéibler, 2001)
3. 28 F= U8 &4 S0 HMEsSS 0|1= QE A2 2210D1?(Nohrstedt, 2005)
4. A, TH, 3 2|0/0120f HE AHAUAMS JIsH QQQIE@, SHEY, OHA Y, Meto| HEi2
TAO_D}.(I\/Imtrom & Vergari , 1996; Fenger & Klok, 2001; Green & Houlihan, 2004, Weible, 2005;
Larsen, Vrangbaek, and Traulsen, 2006)
5 HEE AN FAU AN HEHSHA AE Blwoh 2US O, N, XN 22N AIS2| AHA

QA2 KHSII?(Blliot & Schlaepfer, 2001: Norstedt, 2005)

6. Jlsl WSHfIAC) 258 A2 B SIRAMMIC 2R HEH F&2 F=I1?2(Chen, 2003)
7. A2 ZORIE0| AHEe| 2HE XIKIGH| Sloh ARIS, Eol 8=e/EA (external perturbations or
shock) )t LIEEAS 0k A=2 46k=1?(Dudley & Richardson, 1999; Green & Houlihan, 2004)
8. ACFII 2248 I MHIol o HE g2 4= A=IR(Liftin, 2000)
9. ACF)I HHMZETISES gt AN TI2M O HEZ AIRE 4= ULI?(Weible, 2006)

F

o [

S

rsen, \rangbaek, and Traulsen, 2006)

0H e

-
i 0z ﬂJ|ﬂ

G

¥ A& Weible & Sabtier(2007: 123), Sabatier(1983, 1993, 1999, 2007)2 FTAlo2 A4,

L3598 gL 193834 Policy Sciencedll Al AEA Y o]qr& 2|8 ¥k Eo] 1990\l
o]F AFAkEe AFgHo] A Al2~E AAGAe] SR SEATY). 1WA B2 FH, A
yth Azkse] ACF7F 7HaL s 99 7Hdel ois #aL oo tigh $HCo.2 Sabatiert

9) 23R L Sabatier?} Jenkins-Smith7} wicked problem(&39] A%, 03 7|47 =4 AX] oy
—’F—froﬂ EABEE oY d9iAket IRl FAIE)E Y] S8 adtd AAARPeR 27 AFES T

n=te] ouR|e} BAA NS THEATHSabatier, 1986; Jenkins-Smith, 1990; Sabatier & Jenkins—Smith,
1988; Hoppe & Peterse, 1993).
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el =g AAt B2 =] AfFeld] Y AAE vE ¢ =S s =0t
19934, 1998 22jar 2007 Aol AAT Ae EdlE S3AFRF] FA-EAHT A 271

(1993)0ll SZAFRGS 712 47HA] AAE A k=t 34, Zaste] 3gE olalfstr]
3 106 = 1 o)) VIR asith B4, dile] =S AR AA] FaL A4 7|7k
skl dojub= AAWstE Aggith A, o5 AARAAAIES tEF o AHolA EEet
= AAES BF xgeh) epxgos AgAe AAAR JidskE & ok 3 58 AAlE
(Sabatier, 1993: 16). Z12]al Z} F#AHeAE va3t 2ol Adsta Sith sl Hg=el W=
(relatively stable parameters)®} 95291 APASE(dynamic events), ©]& W5o] AASAA] 3¢
A5 A 7185 AFSAY B Al AfS T, AAEAA W g
A Al(belief systems) 2 ALS vio = vpefeh deks A4St 18al SoAdEe] A9k def
S BASINARE olate] FAlE tHSabatier, 1993 18)+=

o] % Sabatier?} Jenkins-Smith(1999: 118-120)+ &5 R38le] FoAAE &3 Zo] 4-1.¢%
skt AA, A RS olalsty] 918 100d o]

¢

A Fee usle AR, TR Aoy BEIE PIAES EFB A, 4
3 ololrlol A4, M, Telm BukekeEl Qold FaE 98 sk AdesE, Ak gaw
H7be Zabslol e AU BE Sie] AEE Folsla i WAREAX S
Fglo drkw FAeI shstor JAZaade] BEE o9 BT + US| sl

B S =
F 2007 AelAs, A, M) tha P A Wea(EAle] V1A 4, 7184 A4
4 #2 2ead Amz 2 wE 7 ‘ﬂéﬂ?&)—s— 1041 ole] 1 ARFESH ekgjoloo}

AIAHA HMFES *L%W 2=tHWeible & Sabatier, 2007: 125-126). ©]&|3} o]-f& &322l
AAEAFEEAA 2719] Ws) o 9] Wsh Aol Wsk tE sHAARTE ] AAAH)E
BAAA A AHA FgS A Aok

A, AT R AFVISTF2E AAStL el fRle] AR 71E] TR oA ofetjolE WY
] SHIAA W BRF A Akl G mAE g AA L] AEHHQ] EAS sk A
2hal kol ojwf o FAWSE e oo AR(Ee] ALrt oW HAAAR Ade] X3

o} AN Ee) A AE(AA Ae|ws Ao & X AA Fwe] Sxjeh 7t Srkole] M

N9
2
o
fot
r o
)
o,
of
oX,
i)
X
ol
o
>
juivy
—_>‘4—1‘4
X
rr
oX,
of
N
i
Hi
o
N
do
:(n)L_',
>

i
i)
Ho
>
>
&
ol
‘1 1
e
jubad
>

A, Agdo] gl7lol Aol ke vH7] g ek Aol FswE, oled AUoE AGE 9
& BAHQ WA A, AW AR, 4w, FAT 5 Y= QA A9, AP A9 €A Ady 5
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S AAskaL ok AAEAX] 2 A2 DG ARSI 2K policy broker)oll 2]8] A} wpx|ut
o2 o3t FAYEY e THE AES vHe R FAo AT EE Ao glonm
2 JAXLH shyo] Fo3Ith FEAY U9 dHAE ol U &S 4 01?3‘}7ﬂ g 5=
Aol AAAE s Fote] Aale AdAAIE Akl AR S AXVE St B
A ZHe| gl Aol FsEr 74 A Ade] Wske o
7150 HAMEL AAx|gFelLryl L% Q /ZA(external perturbations or shock)S Hlgo =z 3}
Aot WE-SA Fde og telE Frtstar vk UlF-F A2 AASHAA WF-e] XA 2
o] AEHE 7P A4 FEAT] AEES ASAI7IA s Aolal gl o)k el 1
g St §le &Y E(a hurt ing stalemate)’ oA 2] gAido] ZxHh 53] 2HARL 3R
FollA= e Artol e a1 8lo= Hudl/| % stal Aol wpet Tl 8Rlo = ZHARAC
2 FHFE 7%=
f"gig&?;ggag FEECEEEE: 881 214
R ER T - - | 235 22551 | =ma A E AL St B
e - EAAANL S - i
e 2l
! a2t Tef
' = Mz
Sl= Atz 7 A T o
MBS EEE =7 e TH7| HASER A H| S
HEemel me - | 2eister mer > L mm oz
- RlHi= Ete] Hs) A
SIS SN =S 1
8% ey H= 34
R
iy
B
TS
B
A B E

<2 2> Sabatier® The Advocacy Coalition Framework: =&AAS| X202
¥ A8 Sabatier(1988, 1991, 2007), ©]57(2010: 81) A|<1-&.

2. Kingdon2| ci=& &5 &-M2lo| Zmultiple policy streams-policy window)

Cohen, March, & Olsen(1972)2 Z#]sld &eHdel|(organized anarchy: tetALs] 2 X &cka)] %
S)olAe] AARE 2227 53(garbage can mode) ol T-ASFALE AAl A M = o] oE <
A= Fzbo] Ha e oAlE FAEEA (Kingdon, 2003 19-20) 0l thdh ¢ 220l gbA] 2227]%

54s F7rete] A59] Kingdon®l tssaRd e AF I 2y(o]
3} 'Kingdon®] g&e] I =& )o] Llxo] SIeH<3E 2> #=x).
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<HE 2 FQ SF Hu

2= Cohen, March, & Olsen2 MdiJ| & 2 Kingdon2l &9 & 23
— =K, oHZH, dD(al, HOIAF Ul I I —_
a4 S ol SO U I T _ ey mx, gotel 2 58 1aRs

HZIUE Solfl SHAMLY0 Eodot=
X

JRAIR EOITIRH ChOtO] RHIBHH FOfH b
AR BOTIZ 2
- BOIMISS 2 BHOl 520 YHE 01
MPAES
=t a9 il 2=
émpﬁgfmc'pa”;sm - OIS IRE P=oN 22 - 01 Nikolaos Zahariadis(2003: 10)= Al
Process N BES UiYE HONS ABNES ¥
S50 I UNE PRoHs 22 2 X
HOIM T ZR8H0 240D BE(ENKISS
IE TRl SBE B 22O AT 2
28))
- EXl9 ZRMs X
19 =24 - 88 - 9| H(policy window) HES &G0
HEDIQOHBSINS HE FA &

OHOKA (ambiguity) 0] AHRHEE EZ!

%Elojclfjlgl ?]}II HIE U X“)\le — OHOBAIS] EAHBIOA OI20INs HHMAFS

SHOI ZO(fluid participation); E=| oo o Sl Ao o

T o) ot | (¥ U2 B 0k %21 sk 2
BOIE RERSEEN. &5 S 80| yor orrn 2m ot o2ie

o
[l
0
M

® e @41 !
=
Zl_l
Ir

AWK - -
A |- mRN O B0 o FRBt Bl
Z2hlg Je & F(problematic >10] =Qst
. % = = Sog
preferences): 2ARZE FOIXSE 10| & fAIDPQ colsiT HHE & Sl TS0[:
OOH(ambiguity) Bt Al2t | SH= 2001 PSteIXl 2= 220} A0 A\ ble,, ™ = T EE e
N Mooz A2 YsH=X FESH met| T 2 L
S oot 31 ol o VIS opEnise wrs Bess 280 0
et i L. | Ol2] A2 BIEOR 2j5H=H FE 2
@ 22%st Jl=(unclear technology J18); | S C =0 oloO= S| AUFle
Ja(eus aEe maise Zmel wm)o)| S NE SE0I UCOE SRlElE Al
coom 0 T T ol sess € 28s xwsie 20| B
. \_ODE—E CHAIS =1l Dol ACO Chal &2
) Ol SHE 945D Sk 2Xs SE2

# A5 Kingdon, 1995: 4-5; Kingdon, 2003: 19-20, 21-70, 199-200; Zahariadas, 2003: 10; 2007: 67-63 -85
Bz A4

1
27 ZZ(Problem Stream)

3z 7|97 7|29 &
(Policy (Window of
Entrepreneur) Opportunity)

™ S E(Policy Stream)

H x| & (Politics Stream)

<& 3> Kingdon2l Streams Metaphor &= P&
% A& Kingdon, 1995, Kingdon, 2003; Birkland, 2005: 226, ©]&f, 2010: 76 #|<1-&-
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Kingdon< AAl(systemE &3 22+ 371#4]9] 350 F53}
2o sFo® EReh o5 74 552 AR A2 5340 )

Z(rules)ell whe} WA 5550] vhibs $23F A8 (critical junctures)ellA & AW F
o] dElA ¥ B2 oAFIt ARETka AT oW 4t sFole o= AR AwES T
721 AErbee] AAZAHEE7hHE FHolste] gAE T4z EEshA "oty A&Esta ok
(Zahariadis, 2007: 83). 1714 +=29]¥ Kingdon®] A & »3o] 8 EA} A 7} &8
& AvEE o 2k 99 Al 7H EEEe] sl fEe] BARle] AR Ael AjtE L
BAA o] grol Wold wl, =rjo] AgAe] o] dElA| H= Aolvh AA e g ko] A
IHfleeting)s?t FelAl ¥H, 7|8 Agh=elet AFEde] AAAA S mAA ok
(Zahariadis, 2007). 8#¢] o] dej= 7I3te] AA| 7)o AA7|71e] dddo] vl& Fasixith 3

B9 Fo| Al Aot Wl A9F At

15

lo,
o,
lo,

<X 3> Kingdon2| 'A<l &' J{H %

- B3 w5 T QYN PHOIL 2Dt 2919 0152
Zoks BX =OA0HL Bt

- MZ22 =Ml 280 S2|S0 1 =Ml Jbk2 - JINE 20X (iSg, Y8
MBS 2E SALOI= 2 0l F2)1Yh= VRAE, =399, o2, FY
gils 32 A= | MZ22 2HE s8=2ok=t 230 & - HOIE FO0AE 201,
gl %3S - =HDHO 2ol & U= BR ez, 25l HEoA
- Mdt 22 ARI2 AlEE2 F2IE 2HMiE A5l - 0| &E=2 220l T P DINES
EDINZ = US(FMIA0| € 2HE+E 015 SE= 1A 300 E

SNEME HHSAPIEU JAN 212 SLE0l U AHE;
AgEL2 &NE0l ¥2 SH0I22 T2 Het2elE

S2AP=0 2EFY)

% 5JHXI 01 MAl

- FOS0| SHIE CI2ACD 0IALIEEGH
HETetE)
26lc 3 g2 (- OIS0l 428 208 2 R O B0 9
Slpt 22 2500 8 |- S0k SR LK 2L
- NZ2 D0 2HE 2UDIZ Za50IL
- SHE HZE 4 U= LLO| YOIN ZIEOZ 2RO
S50/ AISHE 22

¥ 2= Kingdon(1995: 4-5), Solecki & Michaels(1994: 588), ©]%5-71(2010: 78) Aj<l-&-

rom 2AANAL ARe A EE PUAFS AT o] T ol wurh 2 QA4
gk

=
713|(transitory opportunities)©]”] el A&2] ZHWindows of Policy)S AAdstttar 743l
(Solecki & Michels, 1994: 587). sFA9F Z=3ARA o]$ AAe] Fo] AA|, 18]ar ojrjr] dojuf=A]
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of gk olsi7k sty UnkAQl 78S A= AR AbAA Aol A AV FHEAE
FHthE Aotk HAY AGomRE FA= BA e o] o] Azkst FAE 4 i, 1 AR
A Aty RO iy A Aol AestEo] ojfd = QS-S 7HZItHMattingly, 1988).
Solecki & Michels(1994)+= Z‘id’\Vd—S— HE 39 A 8A40lA A elA gl AA 9
T A FehiA g
a1 ATHSolecki & Michels, 199%4: 593).

JZi
O
o
2‘4:1”

29

off

o
B

i)

et

N

)

olr

o,

L
i
flo
BN
B
o

o

o

i3
N

S
2,
>,
ol

oleldt &S wigtem o] Fe ) 2 A8 D gAA Aeage] A3 ol vl arw

S N xgau
z

SERYS HZE AEIA AlA wetyl R o]3] o]dfeh HETE 5 FolAE st
of 4TS AR JERE st 2371] AtelE wiRoR 2 RS A5 FA% AS vie
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Yo F
(policy window)

@HEAo 52 Coupling e
(problem stream) — ! 100%= obd
i > :
| SHH e | L memziaEs 0 ) T
2 ZE 2l : il U|5_H9| HE,
thok olopmy | EEH FEMZ | e
I
I
|
s = JuURE O
Mmoo 2 | BMUERND SEE &8 R
(policy stream): _ =59 (policy change)
HHUENI B0 | WU =3 S ¥E @ EXplE
L S 1 A CH
i o
| Erolah
e I ——
: s R A A A
! (HH ol H) ! A SRR A
i 2 ! mumso|
! ! So|™o| ®
= = 2| TEelH
| R mio| =5 — % 589
E AF: (political stream: : HE}
! == - ChYS ol AR By l
H

T o |
_ZAsd BAn Y
T ORI

IR o = } RE ZWCouplng) 2A-PH HA-AY d-BA 5244 2

@ Ty T e 28Coplag: BA.H HA 537 28
= e B Tt B

<8 4> KingdonQ Streams Metaphor && T&: &AM Xicl0i2
¥ A& Kingdon(1995: 4-5), Kingdon(2003: 19-20, 21-70, 199-200), Zahariadas(2003: 10; 2007: 67-68), ©]&f(
2010: 79) A91-E

3. Baumgartner2}t Jones2| TESEE (Punctuated Equilibrium)0[&

3 & o] B (EE TR A (A 2 BRI A (A& E3tshe 13 A2 (it
A )& & Fo X3} e 2 W3 Qle P71k vl e ARt w9 S
sP7b o] FojR= ES|E vpdths XIsEA AET o]&elt) o= 7|Ee Fo st A7
Ax HxlAor o]Folxitk= 7IEe] AlE X9 ol tiyEe olZolth Baumgartnersh
Jones(1993)= W=l A AAo] PAu= AAS 78] &) 21st&4] &3 O]%Oﬂfﬂ & gy
(punctuated equilibrium)e|e= 288k Jtf 25 oA 7He] AXEHe vy 2# 7|7k
Sk vl P Aol ltkrh fAlell ek o] ofsieh AujEQl o]l E I} “}TFJ} o=
GAE 3Fo] jlo] delA vl Ak o] F o IRe] Fojxltkal FAgh

ﬁ-}
ol
ﬂ?
o%;
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. - Phyletic Gradualism
Phyletic Gr adualismm

'S spediess
o =pacies2
= speciesi
=
-
Tirme
- Morphology — =
Punctuated Equilibriumnm
stable environment
| f -
rapidily
Time £ changing
= . - environment
s -

Punctuated Equiliriumm

<8 5 S dstF9 vs SHSEE Hluw
¥ A& Krasner(1984),Gould, S.J.(19%4), ko.wikipedia.org/wiki/%6ED%68C268C2%EC2%69D2%BC:Punctuated-equilibri
um.svg, ©%&TH2010: 85).
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Baumgartner & Jones(1993)+= @433 o|2o] 1
HAARY, o] =S wl=olvh FgkuA] era URbARQl FE AP S oldleh= -85tk

=
Ik 3 g Hol B PA-AEG FEAE, olsuA B9

al

GEHE o]2o] xS wlEZ AAM =FH(policy monopoly)ol#l= Jldelth ol AR sl AA]
(policy subsystems)®] 7Hdell th-&eh= A7 olsid el olaEs shk= AlAlolth. A=
< BA FAA 7P TaF A=Y sl JTH, HH AAl(closed system)oltt. o]H g =
He AR A4S Aoz shzd ol e, H AAE HHea J ol59 oo &
S T AA s od A el 7] otk mls Wie] o] AHHiron triangle) 7Ryl
A o] AAE LM F HaH ol ok H AElelt)t tivt Baumgartner & Jones(1993)+= A =3
o o&l FAEE Hyo] Ty ¥ =& o] AAAQ WAlo] o= &Ela 43 AW WE
o] FA] Yeh= A7 dlvkar el wheba A 54 AAlE SpelE A Hole o)4p

o o Aol & = Sk old AA F4e] skefl= AA, oW olgroll digk AEe] =2 A,

3 o

A2 A& ZAl tigh A5 Soll <JsiA o]Fo

Of

)

=0

A e 9FY 9t ARFER A

ZHAA R BZhE EAo] tiate] A A=<l Wal(negative attention)o] A% L, ]2 1%

>

rE
L

ol4rel 4 ol A(policy image)7t W& elek AASHS 43 Yol P sk
dAEe] 5o F4e 4]
shopping)& WUEE FUAZE Stk 43 =gl A2 s MY EE ok 4R $And

His T8l GAE2 AA I SIS Fela A Ao S8 913, vholdld 1§ B2

>
N
rlr
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Hi(venue) & A Bvk. ARG FUe 78 o olfr — oAl - W — 54 ol A9
= A, ALk, =7belvh aE|a 8 AAlE AR el 7wkt ARAn, de) Ak oler ul

E92 zAololof o, o PO 8, o, AA%H, U, AelnA, Wa ol glrk

=& ZH=(policy monopoly) HI H|
H| 5 2f(venue shop)

@ (venue shopping)

oot ot Tho
ol7F ol o|+F

o|c|of olz| TIEF Fa

Nz

<22 6> Baumgartner?t Jones(1993)2] Punctuated Equilibrium &2 =EAMH X200
¥ A= Baumgartner & Jones(1993), ©]571(2010: 86) <18

Baumgartner & Jones(1993)2] @& ol w2 A A2 QP o|t}r} oJojA] F43E WSt Al7|&
AL F vl Aol = sio] vk webA olEgh 71k be) o] & F&3 wWskel 1 o]
Foll T oAl G71REe] kg o] Hi= AL o]l AfarA] o]
< oJu| gt

IIl. Birklande| ARARHASA HaM{E o[22} Z&(Model of Eveni—Related Policy
Change)

Birkland(2006, 2009):= A2l F7teh=s A7akao] Aile) Ad(dAgdg2

=y
=
ME e A $712 Rolshs AW T3NS A AY, L AN A% A A4 ALget

R =

85374 (learning process)lO)o]a}ﬂ B Qlrh o]yt guyds ARddE HAwE
(event-related policy change) ©]&9] F4log Jukslar itk
Birkland= 23 RSl A Avje] TAHE AlFsty] witel AAd A7t Aol Be &

FART, AHAQ BN B ) RS AdomrE selor G Wuety

10) Busenberg(2001: 173)+= Shkyabd& 7B S5 dAshs A=A Aok FA4 ARdolzta Aeofstal v
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FAsL G2 oA shye] S e AR (713, o]dwkAA, ng AdEAE 55)olE
43t Busenberg, 2001; Levy, 1994; May, 1992; Sabatier, 1987, 1991; Sabatier and Jenkins—smith,
1993; Birkland, 1997, 2006, 2009).

Birkland= %) As)23e] Qi shrol e May(199)e] HARE ols

N

2
£
1o
2
2
o
L

% w950l YT 5SS BUSe] A, AW A9, Teln A olE e ATsn drkn
F9 o= May(19907h Q99 314 Qo] 24U ololZ Aluste] Asjo] w2 se A4
of 43 A8 Wedsla, urh e A fuatin AYea e Aol Mae] FAH 5
A% S A ZAs) Sl Q) B3 m ARe 49 AW S @l ol g
o1z Ame| sjgro] Aolforlehs AL 94FY Wai vty AW Jrhy, oy 2AZ b}
o2 Birkland(2006, 2009)= 94 gh5s vl O® S5 SAE FaL gtk

Birkland(2006, 2009)= 941€] 7|EEs WA
oA B 4 Qe Zlol st
Z27F dofdrhd 3t ©]

Fgsta k. g ol A AR AH&sh= HgTolEkE
Busenberg(2001)2] g e]& Ae-43te] ks AlgtEo] A2 Are} ofolt]o], T o] ARl
o o3 AR FAH Fre} oteltiolE FA Ao HEeh= HHo Ao

<38 7> Birkiand2| AlAZE Fes 0¥
% AF&: Birkland(2006, 2009), ©]57+(2010: 93) #91-&-

11) siukshel Kingdono] FEgol, 241 AR, B FRe] #4124 2ol 1 we] Fole wak el
BF gloli s JhsAel 3e T4 FolEr|w 3 Wely] wFoltk, by WAL Wel AL B

a54] g2 Yy & tE 49 0KBirkland, 2006 17).
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<# 4 Birkland 2&°9 £ I &2 e

19

gH 2= us A=
- 2|32 =4 Oidl= Z0Igt N& L= A6k &2 2ot 3g 22
212 ARl &2 F=6ks B, 2 TolE 299l= “UR2" A
HS0l= KICHSt 2al2 2
_ - A U AL DN(ERA)= AIRIECZ - XICH T ARMES A
zamol | o A8 DIEIEE MERSE nIRM LANAEH | oy 4 e
ol 6 DHAIZ0I0{0F 511, HAIS B2 26| HOF SHAIYAF £, X T Gi9l Al TiAk
NS oie | 2IF DI S8 T OIX S): o 0 ARI0I OfE ME B8 | S8 ST T
—T= =2 LE OIAHON (et 26| ACHH, ARAHQ) Oloh F= 74 -0l tigt = <o =
olE [ust A
- U2 AIRAES C1st SIS0l totol =98 R JIsH0| ¢
=3
- ZTAIRM0I & ALY FES RuE H, CYst IS0l s
HE 76| Aol S*E A
=X o - =22 o S SHS XCl= OlHLt
ZHARZR SA2 IR HI%E' OTIXP_.:.BE AOIUIN S - - mEiM =9
USRS - 2Biol gl JM FA0l ZEAAES O0ICIHIE S92 UHES=E & 1%} KT ol
=21
Sus Sl QlSHAl = Z2R0ILE X2 JISX0ll QoA 0L SRE=X | T e
b 2A
- H2 UR Y AR MRIISNER SSoE UMst & US
- ZEMAE &XHck= OOICINO Chet 2A0 ME22 8012 20E= 80| U2
ZHEAAH, - HIHEL2 0I0ICIS] &4
otoICIof -3 B ¢AH
el O ZEAMAHES 22 JIES ZHZ ot &
HBHSIIO| Q@ XEANHS HUBESS 255t= JIEE IS 4+ U8
20 ® StE2 ZHAIRA0 2ol St Z= AIHO| JFE 2EEH |00 HHHASH| Qo £552=2 T
SO [ Lo A
2G| 22 - HA S5 U2 NASZRH A0 S0 et S8E [etd &6 M22 Ml =4
= ol
24401 - ZEARM2 MXilok= I 010ICI0S] +&E2 =2E
_ - ZHA 0% st&e BH5H] T=ol0F &
ZHANHCER } ol = o c|>—J_H H ot 17l 5 "MOs of grsHe e g
Elo &t — ARAO| LO{LI AAITHOF S2{LiL] O ADHOY CHSH AE3DF 22|l HEHSW AHE X
o= o] ol AMEOIH HAO|H HMHS0| IHEE= A
- DEUIMC =3 S HAHER =XHOZ YMdk= 20| SANAME
I=al OIS HO oO|=2
X 22 E2 U3 _ _ - olHo] HEHOE
- Z20 M2t AUSAO| LOILIK LS 4E US _ S g0l
(HHZH0| SRS, SUHHSO| O H2II=XE0 2o Kb | H"C’LOWJ’GTU@O#
osio| Bt 2 4 US 0l248 ARA0| B2 L= FH %iﬁ_Bl SAsE SAS [ $A;;°E =
L2 S3(Cobb, Rose & Ross, 1976)22 PEstolIN &2 _ Mo)aT £2 S
- SR EIHZ OL0ICIOE TG ZEARAC S2HEO! OfIoIA A | _ Ef,_(fm‘:,o‘ ﬁ
LI 5501 JUHASO| IHQAE S48t == Jflzr XIT_
— il
- OIOICIHG 22 BRI T2 M22 SEIHES =dioh)| <8t i
HERIAS0| #9 E= BD|l T SSNSS B89 oF 52
* ZRQA
© =20 2A: ZS2HI0 CHSt oZE0fl CHst HE29 2A0] E&2 SEAZ
@ YUst S20I8h Z|ASH & JHO| Y SSOEC| Ells ZEARMCZLH s& WAL =52
weq | 22208 _ | _
=xQAQ 0 XA FHUSSIE0] O AIRK0I CHEH TS HAlS FUZETEUH RODIE ol== &
= - 21S A =
0 RETT=PN
O 22 W20 TECL %2 3 K2 I e, xAstel FXIM BHHE 2Uxot= 0o &
= s ool a2
Q@ ZEAA 2&0| CHEH St OIS AlAE9] 90IZ22H KIHE
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V. =2

AF7HA] =old AL AelstH AT GRS AlolddlA] A AA T} A ofle] FolaE
sk 7Rl e Fue] o]els FTXAIZIZ] S8l HEE dAlels o r B Aol gttt A
S 4 F AAKKingdon, 1933; Sabatier & Jenkins—Smith, 1993: 17; Birkland, 2006: ). &3]
Kingdon<  9]#1’dd(agenda setting)¥} diHd el (alternative  selection)ol] tigh 19] &&F 2
(streams metaphor)oll 28 o] 2|t o]alli= A& 2p7gollA] ofo|t]of(Ald)Ide] HAA onje} A4 )

4ol GeA5o] oleltlol(Adel g AN 2T F Y= FHel gEdhs AL oJujg

A3} olelo] i3] PAARATe WEe Fad Zwel v AN FrE: o] mAL
slolejol(214)e] Aolth. oleldt BAH olslg wiem 2FAA ofF AWFe] H4AH waol
et e Dyei Rl Y 21 FAU olfE AVIs 5k A, R W
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Exploration of Disaster Event Related Policy Change Model and Theory

— Comparison of Major Policy Process Theories and Models —

Dong Kyu Lee

The objective of this research is to explore the appropriate theories and models explaining the
policy change in conjunction with disasters or crises. Compared to Multiple Streams
Model(Kingdon, 1984; 1985), Punctuated Equilibrium Model(Baumgartner & Jones, 1993), and
Advocacy Coalition Framework Model(Sabatier, 1988; 1993; 1999; 2007), this study focuses on
Event Related Policy Change Model that is relevant framework to explain the policy change after
sudden events or catastrophes. Because this model makes it possible that we could consider
the role of the focusing event in issue formation, agenda setting, policy making process, and
policy change process. This study examines the policy change process and mechanism after
catastrophes that are labeled as 'Focusing events'. Also, this research tries to make the model
to understand the policy change process after focusing events. In conclusion, further study is
required to explore theories and models appropriate to natural disaster, man—made disaster,
and social disaster cases in Korea.

Key words: Event Related—Policy Change Model, Policy Change Process, catastrophe



