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1. ZAA 7]

AL A H AA kS sl A0l 7N HRE7E S SRt = dEREE
7F AATHEFAIL, 2014). SA|Of| 7|23 HRAF7 A da/d deh O ZEHAI: 3
7FekEat UAgs] WH Ql=(Unray, 1993) SAI7F Fo 2t S14] 2101 g 7iptto] &
Z19)8 Wl tl2olc). oFAl Wiyl Aol awo] o) 7|odst AL sl A}
o] A, QITHARS| 7} Bl& B Al = 7he-H| oH4] $hd (scientific reduction) O =
L A H7}AAAE 93]S 1|8 2= 9)o]of 1= Z (Chen, 2010: 42) T3+ Ho18} 5= Q= &1 4]
o[t} ol= ARR] Ao A 53] Z12sttt
Andersson & Kalman(2012)0] F3120], BEA= 77} FApeh 4= ‘21% A2 3 = o]

710l EA7} vlehd AutE olo]HE=A] X420l WHs] Frlet P st gk G844
W} G SHA] RS Bk Qe <E AW A (governance of welfare)’(Jessop, 1999;
Butcher, 2002) WetolA] AAH L] ZQ o] AL 72 E Q) FolETt AAE 7=
“AIRI Bl 7148 4= Tk (Silva, 2011: 120)= oA 88 2u|E Fofal gl
Jole Uit o 22 HrtR g s = AR o] HrRg ol A AR el 7
A](Ascher, 1987), “d2po]| Tk o] sl 24 (Dryzek, 1982) 522 sl A4, A2 1ol
=R g AR FES Bk AR 4 Qitks vide] A7) E AL ek (Unray,
1993; Pollitt et al., 1990). AF3] 2 Aol tt A o] Azt 71x], 18] 3 Hd o] 7|Hke &=

AL l=Silva, 2011) ARRE A F71e] /02 bt uf, 242 g3y of Ao Tl
F 8Heh = Lasswell(1971: 22-23)2] WebA] 71 (Dryzek, 1982: 312)0] oFet &84 Frputo 2
A7F A2 el fltks Aoltt. AR H 7S ARt ARAIA AL ZAE @
5171 917t elo2tal A ofgt 79 7h A Ao A Hi ehte] ARt o s
AR =(Van de Walle, 1998) F-5A&2] Y= F T 4| H7Hsh7| i He
571 (contextual evidence)’(Morse, 2006)7} F- 83}tk W2 T4 0l F A2 717} —%
HRE AR o] 71o9g 4= Qlek= Aotk Yol AT o] ofelE g = S, BAIS
7He] AU SN A| 7he Rt 2] A AE BB iR, WAls ARl A Al sl A8
H 4 Qe AAT AR F5 wAUS = A FA H7EY] F A oldlf = E 2K (Chen,
2010; Greener & Greve, 2013). $H4 % B8 AFS| A A B 7lof Z|ojst G114 02 S8
5171 Hsiir= sf=ithel o] Afol & sfeitiel o] o m ol B a= {lth(Gage, 1989:
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7; Davies, 2000; Davies et al., 2000).1)

of2|gh Wgof|xf o] Z-2 FA|, AR P7Ee| AL Kb 7| se Aok A Y Al
Zhof| A AR RS SO = FA] 7S Bed 4 e AT e 2 A 24
olojet 11 S w=okalat Stk AR AR AR} QIREY] 7HA|E REY sl -S4
o T83F A5 F= A% T (Schneider & Ingram, 1990)0]2k= 2Jujof| A F-8.3t 7}
i dolet e = QUek E7t 21 A 7]kl EEskal ARS] A A o] 7R I W 2o
= 1) H4lo] B QIokEl BALOA] Coffey, 2004) AF214 ) 7] A4 ofwjo} B
o] T W EA ool o] Fo] 7|ofat 4= 912 Aow F|cheet. @, WA e ko)

< ofu] S AAES LA HI7HA] o] 2L 1AL, A ARl A ZA] i <

AAZIQ) teeloll AT A B7he] 2 Go] FE(O1AS, 2008531 LA FA AS
1ol GloiAlts A wpgel Adolut €19] Fol ulueta o sau ALt o H71E
Sfat Az 49 BT YAl 1 AT SRINATE FEeld F2 A8 G A, 2006
AR AHEN, 2008; FALG 2, 2009; 0]FHE, 2010; 7123, 2011) %3 9 W AT
Al that =0l ek ST 9l £517] uholeh. As g BT WA Bt
of et 214) Ael, 2 A4 Brhe] BAHTAe] ek olshe] FEel A ulH Zwlo] ¢
STk Alo] o] =] BA|o|Aolck A H7te] et S-S AN 1ol of)
e} WA Bk ALY B7ke] Fagk o] B 4 9le-g BolRaA) s Ao] o] 2o

e e

2. 0|24 WA

1) A1) o9

WS S, B2 50 Gol S NS TRk AL
£ AFejof Arhs He AR YOHR ofeidt A Ee
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ole} & 4= Girk. B9 o] UHMs}| $Ia) AL} 2w S ISk BAISHE Seeto]
A}E| A4 AMo] 7%= BlcHGovernment Social Research Unit, 2003; Schneider & Ingram, 1990;
Unrau, 1993). 0] 213} Beto]l 4] Gardenhire & Nelson(2003: 1) “AlgFE-0] gefo]] AIFHS 7}
sl7ILt o ST ako 2 BT 5ol 9915715 Hofa) 350 olo)g &
A7l AmA A5 Akl Aol et wteh. of7]4 50) o]o], = Fole ok, 5
3 ALB1EA|S ojulgit. AmA AlZtolA] ALBlE Al BA)51E Ea) Al BEs o), &
S0 PR, 1S 5 20 ABAH|AS 7|25 Btk

Zyle ofujolA] A1E AL o 4 QIgke] WE Aol AL 1] HRAN A S
R T I A7) 4 AR AR TSI 1195 Adse] i Holtt
(Gilbert & Specht, 1974; Coffey, 2004). | Zof| AFS| AR Q] 7|52 AGA L AV EAAYEY]
AF82] 301 vheho 2 gk Asl o] Alslg oot 2 fe] BAIeh o] dpke St
o] Qi ook AR ALs|A o)) B3] faolul AFElo] AT AHE O] Fa AaE of
AR WA o] ABlme MASL Bk o F44Q e st ek
(Ostetle, 2002; Gilbert & Terrell, 2002). AFS| A2 0] AA of| 4| Fg| Z Ao} Aukele A
Aol gl Zlo] FBAo|7 % slek. ukal o2 PHAL AeAA Solq ATt
o] FE HulE ojujsin], BAe A7 471K 2 L] B 4 ok HA71% 1A, A

[e)
4o X9, B9S24, 2|1 AEET F310] TAC|THOsterle, 2002: 47). o] A HE4

O

of F&ofli= AAA, Arel A Swell Hal] o, A 2pelo] 2o ik 71, AlelEet
o] 278 th A9l H & 875 H=(Pierson, 2013) AF3] 4] w4 2] 943} W oS S

HRE Sth= FoA FRerE S5 o ARelsde] A 212 wElo] QL
(Nutley & Webb, 2000; Osterle, 2002: 48). A3 E5HS A 3lj5l=, Ltol7| AFS] A3 o] 2] o]
Frefale & 4= Sl Wt whEste] A g7HA] S241H ARd ol ofshd, Rl iy
H 7%}7} OME} LA glo] Hslsh= T4 (Garbarino & Holland, 2009: 11)Q1 W+ 4l
Al Hlatih 71 Ae] AR Aol 712 B ark Uk Hlatel fglel
Y AEE EY 7 Sl ol BEAw7E A8/ AEet T 4= UrkSaunders, 2013;
Greve, 2013: 7).
o] &gk Wgof A mfetslr| 7} TIthR] 80| 5HA] ¢ (Andersson & Kalman, 2012) AF2]4]
Aol A AR (Sl Frgho] o BA| wulj AL, FEl = A=A E eS| wefshe Ao &
5k FAl= AR AR} nRr A 2 @] EE 2257 o ks Aot o
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© 2 wshel /YA B2 ShgAl] AL F419] Az (House, 20030 Aito] okt
AFg12] Alfe] et A] AFs] Aol AL GRES WH oS ARE ] Alzto] i,
5] Folol e £ @A) BaelS Ba) H2e v /X WA Ee) Abel g, el

TAR D AR 220 A Vs aE & T Hes] B7EE 4 ks Aol

k _IlN

2~

2) RS HAY 50

Klein(1982: 133)0] ZF231520], B7h= AR ®of gt B =9 £ofl 55 AL, AH]
A T2 ¢lo] YA I oz Hridlojrk. & )= B AA7F AR A ] 3 FE
Q1 Zo]th(ohansen, 1986). AF21 2} A 5] AR Qli= o] 2 7k= ARSI & o] X]%]
Sk 7Hx ol F-atEl= A4 v“:’Jﬂ(’ﬂ gt gA7Q) o] mabg whE FIE R ik ARS|A

wAle] §1210] Bz 8015 Heks] Hobd 4= 9= 52l H9shs B A4} ATH
o1 1ol Olacdoald, 000 129, SEL8c} ol 4253} A2 AT ot %

£79) 5793 MBHE QTRHE A AL
A1k SAAYAE A A2 53] o
Q1 BaEe. o] Yol A H7H= SIAbA 3 Y] A W o] §-83 S AT
FA AL Tk o)A FRis T YA A7 A4S JIFIT AR

H7He Y AskeS Fol “2boll L vIAE A1 B4 S o) 488 5 i,

b = IE=T0re) Tl [¢] - = 1O =2 T AR

rO
E

Q17| W&ol (Chambers, 2000) %Y
E A3 = Ao] Hrle] BA
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2011) A|4] Z2 ] Aedoll A Yok ghet. o] 28k Woll A Newcomer ct al 20042 4|4]
]9 5235 s5AZP(Newcomer et al., 2004) 224 Q] H71E 7123t} Love(2004)7}
B7he Y] BAH Q) BE o 2 7158k Qs A 2 wieoll A olshe 4 glck
TSt 7154 E-5(technical exercise)’©] ©Fd (Sanderson, 2002) <5491 E 211} Z o= 3}
Wb S 27 S5l (Weiss, 1995) A28 7H5 7] 2 4 i WS 4] A3
o] u}= 712l Alo]ck.

Al A o] JLx| ¢l T2 1 BHr1r) o] ZRxjE A& o] =Ale) 9itt2 =2 T FHy)
= 4817 Bl Thak o8] RS o], ARBI Ao oJs) S Zhx0} 1 gl
A3 38 (Colebatch, 1995; Silva, 2011)Q1 ARSI & 18] xlo] o] H3HIL Hrtsh= H]
ARG 4 ik ARSI 0] 2wk ol ARG ek ol Bt o] BRE A4S B

ﬂl

2) 8] 3] Bohe FAIHQ AB| L2 WS YA 2 o] 74 7] uheiolc. o] HL 13 o] Fo Ao ol
Abs| A B3k Al 22 0% BES Ao 2 St
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Sohe bl 229 728 o Ak 714 G dikoll Tkl ARl Z 2 ao)
thgh Fioll ARsHA T 4 Qe H R FHHUS AlFthe o] T2 7RI A
o]th(Unrau, 1993: 656, 658-659). 7| &, AF2] 22 1510 23 HH S 4= Ql= Zl0] 2=
I B7k} g 4= ok 2203 W7he B AR 22 0] Aol Bt Yo7t S
Ao 2 o §-83 A AR 2RSS0 A2 RS Hstal HYsh]
olaf, AlslZ 2 T ejREo] R I T3t A AL 517 98 o EsH=
Z239 B7HE S8l U2tk AR (Unrau, 1993)0] ARR|Z2 08 H710] S04

3l oL Ak o] HoflA F3E grtol| 7|23k 2= A7} ofE Atz ofojd
A] zlo] HAfA £ a7t Sl

1o

0

ol

1=}
4

=

o}
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ofr

o
%3

P o
rir

fass

A SR 2 eI o) Avke v 3ol Fele vkt ofolS,
T ool e o & AR AR, G GAIR SRR Qlef Fazof W= o], 1AL F
Al o] Sl ofsl B lol, B, ez HelH el Afis ofolSelct
(Chambers, 2000: xii).

3 A8 AT S

Q170k 7o) ALEAG T Saunders & Fine, 1995)% 59 02 51 B710l7e] 24 &
#o] QIgke] 2 AL A o] B9 88 4= UTHE 2|2 Rossi et al, 2004 471417]
£, AT BAATY FHFS 24 AANA o] F AR T2 F71E 7P e B
F7het S 2o Gk AR Tl BrIAT A HHH Flold
Aol chRossi eral, 2004). Al S Fol, u}5He] 79 19600 th AR wlzke] o]
7FATS) 71 EAF E|9ieh OFH AT RS o EE 1960Ahe] YA
(Coffey, 2004) WHES B ool He) ] |2, A Bukd phe) 5 Blel %
e 22 AP ZHo] FAZNE Farh 2R AR, 1970808 o] B BAF
7ho) ARSI AL ERE AL Bk 0] FAS HATh B ARl
o] 28 4 Glrk Wgo| Sl AYHOIAE 10009 h 2 LA BALwA B
7h B Awske Fol AS g Brhek 978 BBHAILIcHDelgran & Hoer,
2001).
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%%fg za% st 29 28] AH1A R 7 b o) Wbk G Aot A

7P XlHHXﬂ,Ol U m|=9] 735 T s Aol Aol Aol A AR A2
2 F7HAT7E YAE Zo7 AL Qi FAl= 7] AP LAl A= AR 2 etA o] A
Y, SHQJ =1 Sof| A agl o T3t 27t FRE FASEAL Atk (Dellgran & Hojer, 2001). 2
2 G7HAT7E bl Ale] 2R 9 ool A|al Q= Aol AR Y G
WAL= 217 wiizoll shute] 7P 52 Ardrvke 2= dAI7E ks el jlrke
Q14jo] Ao 2 Ath(Hartman, 1990).

olof ¥ksf = A ThAle] 7o 4= Sl A S| EAIE T FAE 14
Q3 gﬂg% SITHSaunders & Fine, 1995: 4)= Al ZHof|A] Aot Ab3)gd 2 2] 4] 7Ee] 23

dasiA] X 2o 77 2] S del AP Kol ks #x4o] At

(BAZ, 2002; 244, 2002; 719143, 2007; -84 - HRF, 2012). AL A2 FAAF
UEh= Al ol didt oj&/4do] Aet= ke Aolehs of=#dt Aok 2007
Of AR A ]2 B A AR (4] ZAARR- A ARS) Algol] mhet 2 S7Tokal Qe 7 HI
oAM= T2 Eual ik A AN S 5 AR 3 ARl A H| ALY 7t et 5
E7H2008d-2012) 9] AR B4R QL84 A, 2012: 265-266)0] w2, &
6338 T 53 (7.9%)°] FA YR LA e FAt RIS Bhe-A 2] 79 T30 A|
FER= A A WEto] Fasiths b, 2008 e 3 uf, oF Wvke 2 7 At
o e AR eR AT 5 Al 2Zoloth AR A9 s e St AT
]2 A|oF6}7] & BH=(Chambers, 2000: 26-27) A7} A3 A M Q-2 710kt uf, #4ko] A3
A AR ARE0] A S84 7882 QA shH A = AA| gl tsfiAl= g A Bl
=g Hoil gl FAo] YJuishs His AT (EeE, 2006).09 AT AR R S| A

3) 53] ]3] 9 OFA HPA Y] A91E okakAI] 1960-70¥I ol AF] ARSI 2 1ol Tk AlA] B o] o]
2o =A g el wdo] Hoith. =Ao) o9 the Gk A, AfelmRIgie] AAje} gale] 7|
7 S Apslel Higt 21 4jo) A dsfeh Ask ez 1) ool g sl Aslabery o )

£ A, 215 MBI EAE elstn A8 £AS AT ol b 1t
WSS Aeshs ) glo] ThaFet 71x] ok ol sl 7 B d o1 %7} AloFEe] QleHe Zie] gleh(Cook, 29-30 FE).
4) AF8] 57 Bopo] o) Bk 9l "ekAkS) %A\ o el 5,0087) =S EATALO.R G B F0] ATF(2002)

2l
of ThE T, o WS THEel AT S A S o Set Gire] 1258197911987 1)0l A] 2,84 (1988
d-19941), 3480 (199511999, 6920004 0] )2 S7HSITHEAE, 2002 25). 197994 E 19976714
B Aol Uel w5 A %H g g5t RS0 A9 3 1257 F 92.8%0] D= 1167 0] b by
of ol Ao VrERITHAI A, 1998: 96). 20008 ol F ol old AL Alsje T SLEHA 1%, 2007;
276-277).
5) o] AT 8+ X 208, SHSH T 43T M 5, AR, 383 BATHALO & 5131 g)et.
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g

g Al = vrgsl 4] 53t Ao 7] wizo|oh ALE YA Hrtoll A o 3Rl Azt
S W o] ghgo] aE= o7 o] 7)ol AT @A, 2002; 1<, 2007, 2878 -
2, 2012).
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(Morse, 2006), 3-8 7|42 A1} 71%] 2] Aal(Saunders & Fine, 1995)0] W&
o] A8 7)ok o] Zo HAIk BB L= Bt
P BIPPHEEO 2l Aus] olel e AT Weke] thepd 3
o]t} Begun, 1980; Van de Walle, 1998). 293} 7.2 05 H7}x}lo]|
A 847 S e Aol A} e
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a fﬂu}(Blomqmst 2003: 3).
9] o] &2 g Ao| AR R Sju]st
- 78 A2 3B resoutrce situation)& 7|A181AL, Al o]§7 s/ o] AA| A=
ot 2| aeke] AR HARS H3E R She Alo] AR Rolehe ol 1 Aol
a7} 7] ol (Osterle, 2002: 51). AR A3} 21 5] Q)= 3] axlelof v
F @A o] Bo] Abelz= s TRl S| auby BTS2 TS thEal 7] whie
°]7]%= SlthRossi et al, 2004). 53] AR} H 2] AT (Unrau, 1993)012F & = 3= AFS|Z
TS A | AR 0] oF 7ol Rossi et al,, 2004) 414 Q424 2
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) A A BAGTE W7t F a5tk Foleh Wlwhy e} o B howyel
4 Gl B AT B agh Slolch A, o WP U9 7H1E 8149418 5 )
1 5] (Sale et al, 2002)2HE0 U ARSI ZRIHS BoHE 0 5 Bopihe] olge 1o

ol 5417 S48 HSHE AhlolA] A 7loll He DRk Gl Ao|Th(E 1] HD).

Patton(2002)9] A HA % A4S Hrisks o 92 Bt 288 59 9 Bl
e Fjekd 4 9w, TR o G, B, B4 B2k Pas ofsjg 49 A

i
2 Grl} st g e) Ee g 74 847hE 4 SitkUnrau, 1993: 661).

,APREAIARE O] - At S R3HHA f-8
s Ht 1.872 ufj$- ] L]—E]—‘J'l:]» AL ERALS
AL AR vreda) 37 oF3 eks o) T o4 7k Stk

6) 5697 ] AFE|HA AHE-L Ao 5 A
S}ThaL AYZFSh L Gl AT gre] A
o] 88.7%7} Wt A Y A2} A3
(H¢E, 2006: 260-263).
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ERkE o
st AR A
Pt o] S 7] el BAQ] A Q= oA e EA 7o), 3{4_.74]94 7@5, HEA, 7] 9 7
S eI AR A = =o] 71
ZATlo]| FFFL mj|= Qo150 2w FHo| 7}

m]o

e17} 2915 7 BAHE 24} s

7HQlo] 2t o 9A oakgsteA], wetel ff  Aue] BAFsAE wole EESHE daker 2
AoheA] 5ol thet AR o8& Al o 28

Z}5: Government Social Research Unit(2004: 3)
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AZlE AdHoR &7l ARl A] Ao @do 242 5| 71 Akl A 7o A
= P e SR =Rtk EA, AR A ke AR 2RI Aijlell 9%
= = ARSIl ul7t Qlofo shat, TR o] 53t wed o] Rlojof Fhrka= AlZboll A A2
“gAo| itk U2 Brhel T84S dTth A, o] B2 2] Al A Arel A
F7rer A ko] el E vlashE A A ko] |3 28 AA

5. 48133 P AT A H7ke A

1) A2 3 o] B

APE A ALS] 2 TR O] HeY A2 oFA B QIAShs L o] BRMA, B
Ao g EAETHCaudle, 1994; Davies et al., 2000; Sanderson, 2002; Newcomer et al., 2010;
Silva, 2011). ©|-f== ZA| 47HA1 =, 1) Y28 o] =gl AvE 2-9-3tch= 4, 2) J3e
CHEAI A g ol ek A, 3) WARES TRt 325 3tk A, 4) Aol A
o] oA H o] 71 - F&FES PAFSHC= Zl o] th(McLaughlin, 1985: 98).7)

4] Vol A ZA5 AR 2 9] e AR H7Hd B 5] A% McLaughlin(1985: 99-118)9] 5
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R3S oA A o1 b o) 7 = st Abgl =1l R3] 7L HAlofl= 4
o] AZE7| =, AJogt FeRHEC] o5 BAIE SAISH = gt Eﬂ%ol =3
o] FA|SRE] AL 7] 2] et R SR Qe 275 0] o] o)X 4
HH"VIE Sh= 0] o5 AAyTHA 9] EAolet T 4= Sl Alglz =g
= g TRk YfIAf=0] ofstrle olF iRt ofal, 4, Q14 52
=, APdEE= Zlo] ARl = o] &Aook W 2 Bkl ARl e O
o] Wslslrh= ﬁO]E}(Gﬂbert & Specht, 1974; McLaughlin, 1985: 104).
oAtk B7HE2 22151 0] A Ao A EE Ha7EA] HE Y] YA
' 5O ELJO rg:gw (Colebatch, 1995)& AA|51o] T2 Teho] BHA RIS Fi}A
ROt AbS] g 1151 0] 7} R sthA| of) Trofsh= theket Y 91At
St 3RS %“%L% Wk ofuet 717] ok eixbEol ol AR 2 19 =37t
egol7]w sict. TR I3 -2 gk A w4 S, A3, H3E 9]
HIRIS0] A7t} 74x] S 23] LA 3 T McLaughlin, 1985; Colebatch, 1995).

o] M Als|Z2 I8 Exlel dd o] BEER A E o] Itk (Newcomer et al., 2010).
Pressman & Wildavsky(1997)7} AF] Z 2 120 0] HekabAof A thofst g 9)215-0] 250 o
3 ZATAZ 72l AR, o]S HRSo] Halo] Trolsks ukE mEka] g olSo] 2
ol G n]2 4= Q= o WL 737 22T 4= Qlrh= A A (General Accounting Office,
1998) o] wjzolch T2 S5y} e e Eﬂr {Ho] BA7F Z ol E 4= Q= ©l
97} oJ710) QIThMcLaughlin, 1985: 109-110, 114). X3 A=A, 7)1 %] sl<50] Bxbal 3}
golet. g2 Teall, Y2 Ap7] E8 A (heuristic) o[t LA AAH I o2k Hk
+= k53 24 9] I o] th(McLaughlin, 1985: 100).

Ao A 9] oa A o] Jakee Ate]z= 0 o] S EQAE aatt
AFS| R 198 w2 kA of vl o] thekst QAR TAIE AR, 1L Foll A AHE]
2340 AsiiiAlof 71 2 A gkS n| x| = 2E A A F (final decision point)©] T2 1Y
< 3] o] & ARIAR H3lels < PATRE o= Aotk 1 o AR ZR IHE
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A 23 ALE A= Gethe Ae A2, ARlZ2 030 48 52 Aufle
FIHOE o|F AHTR A2, WE, 4F Sl F#] ek Tolch(MecLaughlin, 1985:
104). o]t FIFE AT AP (McLaughlin, 1985)012He FH2] AZks The, T4
AR ES B H O FEFE R 7] 7129 Bt ahs vk ohe A g
(Pluralist conception) 2 278 HCook, 1985).

3t 714 o A& joF 8 H-L A elu}t Rtk ofxlo] Aol JFe & E-Aoj|A] YHEo]
ARR] 2 1312 71 A A O] mithof] R WA= (Davies etal., 2000) B 2 AR2| 4] W= &
A oot Al AR A] AEE AL tke Aot e AR olA ol52
AFB] A ZFo] Fof| &fgt Anl 2 o] WAk Qe BV s 2O vyt g uE
ks Zlolw, QFA Q1 A2 e o] 2 Fdof| Tt ¢14] fo] =7 ayto)
Zpol& 7Hd = vk Ao th(Hatry & Newcomer, 2004). AF2| 2 15)] fo] w2bz] o] s
7F 88 ol = 7heeloh

ole] o)t ARG o ko A ol = )= Atk WA A=A et
e ERE A o= g E o] Q= Ao @33501 , O] AP A=
2 FoA Uek= Aol BT URbAQl e, S 2= Bl
A2 7o) Il AL bl itk Zlojnt. o] Hol A Alej 220w Frke 22
HO] 7Hg oJu] Q)= Wm0l A} 22 & 115 Afo]|E(pogram cycle) 2] 4] F (Love, 2004) &
A3y, 2 e AR wols el War) azu}. A Q] 0] 15517] YA
ABER I ANE 2951 Wl o2 e ke 2] QIXE Bavt gk,
webx] o] AL ofsheks 21 Meje] BAI7} ohui, o]t sjAS B M i
2= 9)rh Abg| =2 o] k= =S} o] WA 2l 7§ (McLaughlin, 1985: 104)2] JE & 3
2vg) st ape] A, b 20 Aole] Sk Tl 8 skl
7] wf o],

)
el
olt

N

o

1o

il
o
il

[

2 AR Y BT o RA FA 7] B

71| AR 2R YT EdTE o] ARl Aol 7o E o Sl BRI T it v

8) ol A Fhe| A Bl A st AlSA e ohs £ thErh YHH o2 o] muld 225 A FA =
HFat0] 27 2] mAL A o| HAkEo|H AHE 1L, 519 FoI 5] BEL ol 23t AR AH2| B
HHEL = saREe AU oha A&t A o2t Q1 A5k} (Schaffer, 1976: 5; Colebatch, 1995: 15000 A]
A1)
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Lrh ok ZHl S & © 2.8 o Basleh WohH ASl 9 B7ke] Fa ] 1)
2, oF8 o] 7] 23 22 BrhATE] o] WS A shekrl AR RS
s ol £-8 SAS T A i S0 BrhaT R0l AP AN e
7t o] A2 HpIle) Aejo] Halsheol Fae JL v)RIcks Mol A AR5 o

£ 27t Stk o714 SAT “AMEAR} A A=Y S aete
2]”(Davies et al., 2000: 1)< 2Ju|atm, A2 o] LEpigt opa} 1 7 5ol oS #7115t
£ A =F S k= 7 o] AR50 thSanderson, 2002). TlL0] ARAPI} A
92 o= o B oFY 2hDavies et al,, 2000) AR RO JlojA= 1 22 Fef7F &
ABHA| & =t Zo|THCook, 1985).

ol2fgh Il YZallA & wf, A H7te] LEA QI EAl= e F] Etgeefol Qi
EA} AFE0] AR AAISR=(McLaughlin, 1985) =4 $He]Ad ke ARs]
‘A}3] & 7]4x(social technology)2] A% (Schwandt, 1997) 0.2 H7| wjito]] AFE] A= 2] 4]
7384 B3 (empirical validity)©f] 7]§Fslof &Fth= =2t} £Al= o] 22 =glof A
FA H7re] Auprt «Q191A WEboll LA 7Hs/dS uiAIE 4= girks Aot BAEAE
QN8 Al 7Fe st s ARs TS A AR 2R T iAo dARQ] Al
Be= AHs] vhdskA] 2 7573 0] EthAlcock, 2004). TARE] AFS] L= T17l3}0]
EE k8ol 2 7] glolH = ehelE|o] AFR] 2 TRH 0] @] 2 Q] uie) S (Silva,
2011y Z8-68] LefekA] 18 4= Qlrh= Aot BrAnke] <94 e 4 Bt
© HES7|7F of ks ARolth Rt oA Brhe ARSI R IR Ao AA) A=
= 28] 3t A AT SAIA froldolvt H Ak %—E— ek > Utk (Hatry &

of ¢

Newcomer, 2004: 565). Z|Ad% 0 2 T &HSPH, SR = 3|4

& rlo mlo

O] T}(Sechrest, 1985).

TAH OB FBULIAEA et Dean, 1994 AT} LIS 7ok 22
S|EEEZ o] 24t oF2 BrHe E 7ba) BA} AhGreener, 2013 421-420). 3UA),
uluiebgole. ARHES B7e] ejako] Hal ul ) gk Bl Adlo] obdl ALsiA| AT
QoA A7 o H& W E SR @17 skal Qo] “aliEo ‘?l%‘?h g} o)E£21 91 2] 4]
o] ¢570] s}, S, AFBIAI 28 ol ] B4 4.2 91k A} Aol

O] R A, = A AT AES A I A A= T ‘174]’%— S8k, ol

»
rO
=)
i
é
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d

OlES= ARSI R 15 0] EA44& Z%Ie, SAREARS 1L AiE 4es] Hrkeke o) gt
A7} A Davies et al.(2000) 2] A| 43} o], ARS] 2 T ol =
7 AGxpet pa|AfEo] B3| ZETE AR, 9FA] =0]9] A4 dollA AlglZz 17 o]
A5 E= AR A Aol A AA| A7 =S U7 |7 23l ARES a8 Bk oy et ot
&t a5 FH-d e Sk o, AAYETAZZ A o3 7NIS9] L8 E
HSk= 2 Oy Rt FAVSR] st thiZd 4o Atk (Hatry & Newcomer, 2004). Yl
A, FRETE F 23 A2 AA| Ryl A] wgo] Fake WA b= AU s Igt
A gtk Aotk LR AAEA 9 A= g0 Tk H7FS] AAA SHOY A Riccio
& Bloom(2001)& AFS]Z 2 T4 0] Fup/dof| thgt 2| Als TR RS ol ut o]
A E=55h7] o= HAZE S 7Sl A1 AL Sl
o] Z2-FHAIE QA 2 ALR] 22 0 o] SRS B Al 5= Bt
7holl Brdal = A e 5S BAS 4= Itk A, 2006, HAE X 7FEE 2008; %}OJ, 2009;
A 9], 2009; o2, 2010; 71->3], 2011; Y AR A9, 2014). o]& B7FAT9
739 ARl = o] g/ o) Weks ofsfisiaral ofof] ek W= AlREY ¢4 %
Lo} 28l o] g 7Ho) Ao Akg-e thale JANE A= o= v &8skl
B7HAIEE A5 o5 SRt =AY dolEhes Al (Klein, 1982)= QIAIRITHA A%
BRI 7 22O E44S WYk dl HAIZE 9l eutel gtk g
AG-2] 75 oAH| AL 53 Ao AAAS EHESHL QLo o] BrFAol
|4% HE AA7F 2208 oS FAREY] 4
AloFslaL Qlet. T3t S5 ARR|Z = 17 0] S = A
AE o} 25bE A HA 7] 23 FAR
0] Ao)a} & 4= 9) © 1 (Government Social Research Unit, 2004),
Az o] gl FAE T2 AEAS R B 9T 5 Sl 7Fs = HilA
UTHPope & Mays, 1995). ARSI L2032 B7517] Qf9t ko HmeAs 28
A} St 2ol 2O ol FARES] A 8] Tt s A m o
ojZolu7] el AEZALE ARESH= A2 RS I a7} Qlrk(Klein, 1982: 136).
B7EASE0] thFEo] AL o) I, SRl A, ALz o] kA et Tofl FAIE L
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9 A% A5ig WES AN 53} 00 o2 gahslsAt el e 48 e 49 Aol o1l ol uiet
717} o) 2ol A7) whizol vt ol Aahuiete el wal hgo] AR S-2i7t k(A - AHelzl, 2013

341).
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Reddin, 1978; Klein, 1982: 13601 4] Z{21-&)0]ef= H|TS - == Qlc}

A8 AR ol & BHATHE] A H A l AE0] IohA] ApEAS HolR| o= A=
o]} FIAITRE: ¢F& Aotk Ale]z = 115l o] o] thgt Ql4lo] Aojso] Qlth=
o] 72 ¥Qlo] ek T FRHAL g A Axpollut Hzbsk= A A 58 4= A= At
314 7fQdoll et g2 TRl x| Al 0) A 2 o]0 = Qltt. HAE o] sfishr] flahiAl= 2t
Aol =5 a7} Q). ALS] 2 T o] SiARAE 2] u| Eulo] L2 Tl Hg)o) HA

10

ARG == Y= 8 pdolnh A2 F7P7 8= o7t o710 ek A I
O] FHAR AT} Aol o] A1 7| = shA|Rk(e| 2k, 2010), o]k avte] SAJuE
olut a3t Zlo] ol 7|1 %] 33§ A Aupele Aere u) A2 Brhe) Al vt A
FA| 0] jEA-L T A 2 a3 ou)7) k. BA=7) )Y Q] Al Azt Hpe] A ok
A2 W8k dl AthGoodin, 1988: 7). Al=2] #M3te] 7| 2= vl e 22 55

)R] F3t X G AFS] ] 8191 A o]th(Gilbert & Specht, 1974: 16).

o| 2|3} 2Jm]of|A] Popay et al.(1998: 345)0] F451=0], AR Z]A](lay knowledge)o| &
AT 22 =0 3 = Sli= FAA QI B o] AA| 27 0] E 4= Qlrt. Abe] 2 1)
ol FAAFE2] HEA Q] o (Doyle & Timonen, 2010)HTH= 2| A1L 712 ZFojzp s
(Andenaes, 2011), “HAE7P 2 (Shura et al., 2011), 152 A F-S H7}x} © 2 (Pleschberger et
al,, 2011) QIARFO. 2N 50| A| 217 F7tof| =20l | =S ok o~ Ql= 7|35 7
k= A AP (Doyle & Timonen, 2010)0] 87541 Q= Zlo|th. o]of| B3l Al
A3 F7h= 7HA o TR FAA %%’(Sﬂva, 2011)0] ofjeh= Q1A= F Qsjr} A3
Lol WAE AR 0] S a3t FaEEo] BRI oA THkE= 3ol Q7] wi
o|th(Ostetle, 2002; House, 2003). ©]%= Myrdal(1968)2] =4 o] §r-=3}1aL gl ufe} Zol,
S|P Frto| A 714 SHO SRS FISH] oA 7] 7w A BT 7
ZBH= AZFS 2EE I @ 7} 9122 oju|$lt}(Silva, 2011: 115, 120).

7HAE G Zo] o, 7|2 AAES =l A oA o2 v AlA A )
SHajo]A| Hold sh= 7|& Aol Ak el o] diejele s Mzl A=
e]do)7] lalix= A2 Tk(practical judgement)d} PRI A 2 ALS| 22 TR0 E A
Hgto] ofje} 7R A A of] Bl & Aol e Y2 Hoked Havt ot
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(Myrdal, 1968: 1; Gilbert & Terrell, 2002: 7001 4] A Q1LY

4. SR AH o] elot A8

1) A8 H7he] o)

ARB)7g 3 o] T ol A 7kt ARS] A 23S THASE] sl ARlE] o) B AIAIE
O 2 dohfjair} sk A o] Aotk Rossi et al,, 2004: 20). AF2]HH] 71| of 2
g 7 ol= H7He] 54, th, ear F7Pd ol theh 2 w2 e a3t o =3d
Bl 2 27} ARSI A B AR R o] A F2EY=AE LHlE Frlsl] $JsiA
© 7k o] a5t Bk ofy 2} o|SPARIER T E o] RS 22 ajt Ao s 7k
3 F419] AlZHHouse, 2003)7H= 2] Brhbge] ofsiiAlE FAH R /o da
7k Sk AR, 719, AAS HIERE AR of) thgt osfE Aok Fa e Qi) 59
Hl A matol] gt g7t 7]zl ARl R o] R E AL 4 v TS AR ), o
AL ™I o] M E HEE AlT8l & o s A, S B7PHE 2 ds] A
sla1 Bgsfof s} H7RAEE](evaluation story)(Krueger, 2010), THA] Whaf jeje] 2
(narrative) =41 O] ARSI A 7P 22-2- Zo] 1 A7} E = QU Th(Biggs, 2001).

A2 AL, ArATol A i =2 4 o e AR e AR e v
O 2 3F A Frh= AR A o] wehol| A A REaro] Q1A] Bl g W o= A =t 9
2] Aol X9 Z=ulo]] $1i=(Healy, 1986; Pollitt et al., 1990; Dryzek, 2007) %F2] H7}2] 314
£ Helshs o] 71908 = Stk ARRA AAE A 3Fshe ARl 2 5 23| AR
O] 75 Aol AA S A5k Hl 23S 7] tlZolt) AT 2 A she &4 87t
oh= gl A4 H7h= AR di A= oAy A st e sl
ofuet 1=9] T W ol A Ao ATt 2T 4 = TH1A,
AB|A, 24, 372 Wek(Government Social Research Unit, 2004: 4) S o} 2= X}135] 2]
A E olaliste] gtk ARE g Ao) RS vk ARFEC] AFS|A Aol et A7), 71, EY
=] FFHOR o AR| = Al&(Chen, 2010), AFS]|H AR 9] ER4S HAJSH Hl ﬁ,—;!ga =
E, 7] A= S5 @A o wigof A AR A of] 523t ek sh= 24 (Hutchinson,

20123 o] A e 2= HS5o}| o FEe oA v USES 283l 24

|

-
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7 Yo chera S A1 el wietel A sletete] gk
o1 ol AFARE | Az YR EA 2] 71 e wE Ao 2 oS
3
A

|
o= (Pollitt et al., 1990: 177) ¢ 5ol 273 4 H7HE &3 1%@. <P Al e

A 27, 2 ol wol A AERR0) BiHon AL B AR 75
A Sop A sk o] A4 i 9] 1 B9 Arjols (Shaw, 2003)

3
A} 9170] 2 B7Iet tiu] == 2 4] A A Bk Zolok AR AR E3 A
Ao wel 71 219)7} Qi o, FB A0 HA2 5oy Aake 2= 2451 of

& S| Qlrk. WIS S A0 087 ks ol algof| et Mgt 2 Ak
Wt opy et A e U wgat -2 5450l A HAE ot Ik (Osterle, 2002: 48). =2
AAEA (welfare to work) AFAY A= AS|RAYA| =7 T2E7|E oFA A 4= 2l
L2 el g A4 BrPt R8-S & 4% 9JtHGovernment Social Research Unit, 2004).
gAo] 2bgEle WS AAIFO =N AR AE oflE]stAl H7F 4= Q1= (Shaw, 2003)

A% H718 Sl 219 AN L o Hold 4 e,

%

;

rr

2 AH Y719 ¢

ARSIAAN H7l= 71x)9}F tlEo] WEkA x4l 4] 247 SHFDryzek, 1982; Ostetle,
2002; House, 2003). 0] B2 0 2 713] Tk @75, o2 SJajAl= Arle] Tt
o] obtd At Aof 234291 FaFe e ol TAAES] AlZhe] Easitt. oA & ),
A}E| A BA| 7} <xped ol aof o8] HRER= AF&-A] AREQ] 4 itk A v O] 7| B
ZA| 2} gFeFo} Q) TH(Christians & Carey, 1989: 360, 373, 365).

A WL A7 uman inerpretation) & 410 Folof Ttk a4lFe]
(interpretivism) & TH{FO & {Hh10) AA| A9 dlj4o] A4 EAIE "ol 41
o|%} 7]5z0] wofok ghrhz Abaich. 2 Wl Al8)a] BAle] vl olajstid) sk
(Guba, 1987: 28 3t=), 015 Gl FAEAE ©f & QA 4= olrkal 2o wigto]ah= Ab
514 A7 QA0 FR g BAE ] EekCoffey, 2004, A4 1o 512 o] me}

N 2 = k. A Prlo] AAIshE “d7ke] A dahs ENE EASE 2l A

10) %24 1 st SR el 98 TS gl sl oo AR A B
Bhef s Bl Sale eral, 2002)% ) OUF ANEA 0 2 Fgw] 3 9l teeleh.
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(Sale et al, 2002: 44)0] oF|e} AlFE2] AHo] 93] A48 05 WK, Te)i1 o] 5] 7
Wk A8l AfE gl 7] 2 clegel AlBl Y AAkE T ARHES) AlZielA] vlekrolof
ek Betshcontestualization)y 7} A W] $)4] t=elck, AbS] Agje] Fpr ol
=0l tigt A2 o]3l(Government Social Research Unit, 2004)7} E Q 5}th= Zlo|t}. o]+ o]
© slte] AjZhgke Zh A1ElE BAS skA) wolok stk ojulo]s)w sl
Rein(1983: 86)0] &3t o 2 WL AA| A o| |t 1 BA|Q) A A, a1 A%

82 S oL e o WA Aoyt Adsherl 2 Yk W, WE 5 220
ARAES A4} 5|0 o shute] 24| shaR, 2ae] FAolt 9 4 gick
(Rittel & Webbert, 1973: 161-167). Greener(2013: 429)7} A| A 3]520], 25241 Q1 o] ofy2} |l
T e BT A ofal5h] §IF AR, o 918 tHBke] ErhA) Ak(indings)
o W3t Barkgick A e Atel2] BAlo] Bk 28 A ZEe] 2L dolE 49l
o A 0 RRE ] TS 7R 3 S 9.

Government Social Research Unit(2004)+= o] 2|3+ A Z ®ti o] Az 7o =5 o] 7]o]
4= QI FAFICE HouseR003)E o] SIARFS 9] Ad oA Lk A7) A3, 7117k
ARz 203 7ke] SR 7t HE YIS A7IAIZIAL T Miller(1986) T3t S22 7131 0] Wi}
2 B3} AP A T2 1 ANS Ab B 218 742531 9)ThUntau, 1993: 654). T Lo}
7} Dryzek(1982)-& 014l 71531 ATRITho| Q= ALS| A M} 2 19 0] A Qo= Ay}
“goll 53] Rigtsfiof frkal ek Ale7HA] 24" 7171 o€ F8e] A5HS A
Fal Qlﬁ}(Bryson & Patton, 2010). =2 2 ¥ HA| o gAAE2] Az REFstaiat
SHAEL o] 2 AR AP vlE] A sle el ofdt AR A4S 2t
g 22| aL Q= AP ok ofsigAAES] A4S AEA e R WY o= Al Alo] AA Y
Q1 Aofet. wzto] tigh 212 ofsfi7 flol= 1 o H F7He e o Yt (Guba, 1987).

AR 3 =2 02 AlE It o] Itk (Dean, 1998). AR 32 Apod 2| 0.2 wk
=01A= Ao] opyzt o gArE2] Etet B o 25| w50l Aol o]52] A

A& WA o}— o] ALe| A o] Aol frrt. TRt ARgAR} FHAt Abo] 9]

7} o17d3] SHEIAR ol glo] oA E F& Ao Lofual JIEAIE &717F olEte A
O] ALs] i 2 7134 0] A o]t (House, 2003; Greener & Greve, 2013: 355). AAFL| AFS]Z 2 7]
© FYAHAZ0| olopr|oh LRI B thE 4w ek ujie] T 1so]

Ol SFAAE 2 RS HSAR] viAUSY 252 AIES v vhs S o4

_4

o
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3k 8 a7} glef. Ak me 1ol ofaAuk EAEitks Aol ol Asl e o)
weto] 012 7124 Wt gl Ao|ck AB|ZR el A Aol T2 Bt
of ek e A1ZhE: AAIE 2 4 QUL ABI R AR9) O] mahA] o AuHE WA

4| =22 = 4= AT (Coffey, 2004).

I

SREE MR

1 O

(~

0.

S 49 A3 =219 B} el AR 190 o]ofX|7] Slei &
T o] dAlo] Eli= 714 2 F(descriptive question)’, ‘Q137H24] 2l (casual question)’,

THR| A (value question)’, 12|31 4| 14 I3 85 A (action question)’(Smith, 1987;
Roger & Goodlrick, 2010) 0] 47}4] 15-0] 57} l0] Tkt sl ek 1b ol5 2ol 5
o o, ARl 7o) WA A5l 9)F] A8 S wothDavies et al,
2000). F3YE4] 2] EfFA]o] o] 5 93t A 27 o)™ (Scheiter, 1994), 0] HA| 2L Wt

=
ol

ik A2 siAel ofsf T2 5= Tt

2 g7te) A ek Uﬁ“‘“a*oﬂ AT ARE AT & 5 e AR eItk e
EFP} ol Th & S 0= QI (Popay etal, 1998). whebA] 4 F7k= 2 g7tet
+ 2] F=ohE G| el o] glo] s e B SARES] ol wiadt vl
FoRE| AL Bl 2]l el oty HA Aol e Al okE BAIRE 7112
= &3l 7RSS 2ol olslishe Hl it

A Brlol A 71 Q0 2 gl ARl o)Ak I (Christians & Carey,

19892 B O 2 BH AFAUER, FA21E Ve, ol B o] 1 AR P
o5 Brh el A WS SAAE Y AR B Be AAT Lo

A o] 012 31 FrF AL L] UAY

522713 Tl sk Sl

o =3l
o 7SR Aol E RSt #ATE o Al A 0] 310 (Newman, 2001) 5 7FAFe}

S A7k 5o] B ofufsiul, B 22 3 6110?6}]%7}?, o8] 741
dJlo]th(Rogers & Goodrick, 2010: 433).

12) Stanley(1990)0] 7 E3420], 714 B4 FAlo] ek A0S AT 4 Qe U2 7 HTHPopay et al,
1998: 347).

13) 2% olE e Aol B e kol ] Aok 91 erets Aolch. thal e, B ARSI el B
_4 t"'?ﬂa,]— Hofl S u]F = Qe 7]13]7F Fo k= Zl o]tk (Government Social Research Unit, 2004: 8).
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BIFAIRRE Alole] Al gelel /]3]
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é
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©
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_}L
oL
rE
©

UapH 0 2 W2 Qe Bl A5l Rz ALSlT 2 2] tfat o Ak o)
b 5 A7) o] e QIHAES Baf =2

= Y =
o Ayt A9 52 27 Awa 4= glo] Bagat APQ =2 e g

_4

AT ok F4l0] Hpale) W ase zstel, 1000 ok, RuSute] A 4
ol 278 Urj AEUE R Eal| ol5E | A H| 20 digt ol5S0] AR Aol Bt
o] AN AL, AR 2 S XA 8534 Q) lehaL BT Teater(2010)
4] A% 7 Qe Hol HiEre £ uheA] 23 A ao] of

S 412910k AT SR 1E 0] AR AR 2

= ofslfere=A A B2 0] FAH ) A S wterd 4= Qlivhal Jitt

@ ZALIFAER
Lz o] oS TA} Q= ARSI BlE-A A Q1 APEAY (Dean, 1994)0] 7] 23t HTHE
2 FA S Foh= 2ALTF UERE AR 2RO 3P o B S AlUA| akE F
off EAFE 4= Qli= o)A@ ’bHo |tk ERRE FAIE BAISkE Bl T8 ST e R AKX =
Zo] Hek Ao Ag o 7 EAr| g Ro]7| wjiEo|thGovernment Social Research Unit,
2004; Coffey, 2004; Hutchinson, 2012). At 71 thAFQl W ZAATTE QIE| R 7j¢l &=
TR AT Azl TRt Al A 91 A A= Bl 5o mgo] k. A A s of & A2 7l
o] T} A AlZtof| ezl o 2] WS 4= Q= A8 9] 2 ¢ (contamination of opin-
ion)” EATHNewman, 2001: 361-362). LHo| = ZAATE QJHHE B3] JS AR 3
Shel AEA| H T B H2 2 @l Slo] W7ol A5t T8-S Alesl F (Krueger

& Casey, 2010)2} o2& ARR|Z2 T340 A Ao e E2-3 STH(Newman, 2001).14)

14) 7}

i

ot

ALIE It bzl ool A So) BEslshe 0
Shi Wk FGIolA), AU AE o] g3t H] glo] 50| B

3Z
10

ASRE kel X AF H7tel oelst AR 183 @



Evason & Spence(2003)= EAATE QEHE B4l 50| A7 L2 73] gl A4
Aset gzt dzste] A AHE HprgoflA] 7]Eo TR 3t o 50 89
2ol TS 7 A& S8k Ak o Yozt kAol sl of o)A Ql gz
AAZ = 9 7)3]0] YR o R A] XAATDE JNE R} Z2E T Q17| % 31} Brannen &
Pattman, 2005).

(3) ooz

g 22 a8 0] 3 W Hkee] w4 SHollA o] A7 =7 st ofyk

EZ FEsfjof o ol B RSl Weks A o] W8-S "ol tha

A|eFo] whZ 4= 9)i=(Gardenhire & Nelson, 2003) 1B H- Z410] A2 H7PH S HolEH 4
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¢ Abstract D

Significance of Qualitative Evaluation and

It's Congruence in Evaluating Social Policy

Lee, Seong Uh* - Kwak, Byung Hun** - Oh, Soo Gil**

This article gropes for the use of qualitative evaluation in social policy under consid-
eration of its significance, which can complement quantitative evaluation, It maintains
the viewpoint of complementarity. To evaluate social policy or social programs effec-
tively, it requires for evaluators to reflect the points of view of the stakeholders in the
context of social realities. Since social policy is value embedded field, qualitative evalu-
ation has compatibility with social policy. Qualitative evaluation seeks to understand
social realities including individual, social, structural, and environmental contexts.
Nevertheless existing evaluations of social policy tend to show ‘methodological uni-
formity’ by standardized indicators and artificial contexts, This article argues to evaluate
the value of social policy through qualitative evaluation focusing processes based on
interpretation. For qualitative evaluation, we can use in-depth interview, focus group

interview, or observation which orient ‘natural communicative process.’
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