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Frank Fischer, “Reframing Public Policy: Discursive Politics and Deliberative Practices”
Oxford University Press, 2003
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191998 LazuTuN2DINITL LR LAY
Tuulauias15150ue (Policy Process)

1. é’ﬁmﬂﬁbuufamﬂ (Policy Actors) ﬁzflugeg’wgu’l@ BRENJU
lilﬂl/‘ia'fﬂflmr(lnte”res:t Groups) diAuuINGW N9 1UNIATE
LaNTY WaLUay Niluilaien uagzavAans Teda19ey AV
an A1 19 Avaule 91419 uasealselaaid m19ny

2. njgmumiyfymyﬁnays‘lfz’ffzia\uamzflué‘mfl %38 YI1NNI7
AeuAs suABYAN SNy sudilseaunisaliiene uag
Suillanuiunas (Implementation) 19 9UFI1UI1504974
ganseny (Impact) 289ulauala

Paul A. Sabatier, “Theories of Policy Process” University of California, Davis, Printed by Westview Press, 1999
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191998 LazuTuN2DINITL LR LAY
Tuulauias15150ue (Policy Process)

3. luusnetlsziuuleung iau ulainaganin Usenaiien e
NRINAR IS UIIUTBAL DDA UNUILNIUNNNIATY URE
ionauluseauntsfiferuiiuanr9ni deualivie o
A1 (Unit of Analysis) BN daulavnunaalasens

4. n15lauel n3n anuaaenulun15119n e sy %3e
ATAIRUALUININLSHITINNIT TAIIVALINUA L5613
n1usindnizinisuasenru dveanaliinn1udanaans
snn1snuilyniviateilsents dunazeenzalalazin

Paul A. Sabatier, “Theories of Policy Process” University of California, Davis, Printed by Westview Press, 1999
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11911998 LaEUTUNADINITIUREULUAY
Tuulauiasis1saig(Policy Process)

5. AIUTUTDY LLazz%’mvuﬂmmﬂ’ilsgnﬂum'ﬂw lunseuI1un15
wlaunenilugaur9rnnisanideidgruAnenailey wie
wailselaal n5a arwaule Adaugeny virlvin1sandeeny
lunsezurunIsulaur1adiia sl uaznsauinayinlutniay
AUNITONKARININITINIG
uan9ndu griadauulauaunsagdagnlanisuailuy
NTUNTUDNANGIUNAURBIDNNTIUT 158 WEILIUTI9EaR
NAUAIIVADUSIIY W3 AL LI UE W N BB E 18R TIZIY
iwaas19av e sauluarseulaue

Paul A. Sabatier, “Theories of Policy Process” University of California, Davis, Printed by Westview Press, 1999
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AIUINITAANNG ) I1948/% (Theory of Plan)

L 4 L 4 A va
N1SAUNUNAERLDNEDUIINAITU) AV IU] /158098
NANGIULTAUNARE L LIWTBUNY (Discursive Practices)
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Governing and Governance

O n151nAsEY (Governing) An NTEUIUNITUNNUNUETE NI
NIAFITITUE N1ABNTY UseTAy YN lalyniavay
38 §319lan1an1vavay Ingndsiunalmdean 10U 13y
1 ilunsaUAMUNUNUS BALIINNINTIUNUFIUTIVAULY

O 11987178 (Governance) AR NIALULUIAMTIN4)AAINTT
inAsaY lugUuuy A9

Jan Kooijman, “Governing as Governance”, SAGE Publication, London, 2005
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A15USLLIUAITULHES
(Risk Assessment)
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1 4 4
Aav l/ = =~ o =~
NT1HIDE NIVITINUA I INIAEN N13VAINT1IF I INLTEIN
= Y a . .
MIANHINAVIIAEINI Hazard Identification .
a s d 29 - - NWANINTNIIAIVAN
JUMNULIANT #30 A msnIeddlaiinelvinanarde - o P
Y a d Y
ABINITIATITHANMIAE AOFUNINVBIAY G717 HIo N ANNATIAN IS 1NN
Turiesfuamsuazaunu *
Risk Characterization A 5
E4 U ) % v
%gnmuﬂimmﬁmum‘s Dose-Response Assessment - Usziiumanauuan
o d v v d v =
MUIUMANITUVEENE ANUANNUEIZHINANY maanmﬁﬂwa;ﬁ’mﬁm mﬂmmmmsmuﬂmmw
d v Yy v a A +' Y a v
meilszanaszavgaganaz IUNTYUUBIANS 13D F9T PR Usuaannanaes Tuau
2 (& v Jd v v A LY d 2
dmgansvlaluaninazau AUNANINOOUATIBADNYHE s e 2 ﬁaﬂqué’umm BTGV IAITHIND
4 A
: g 90U 112~ N13INBY
- p lupaudsznnsnimun
ﬂ]iﬂﬂy11uﬂ1ﬂau1ulw9 Exposure Assessment
d1eesanyUMITUNAVD szazafigingIvesiiloma CEsal
4 2 " : : Y YY) A Q' d' U 2
a3 1o mmw'uﬂ;mgu AUNTNVAT 139 aINND Tumsitd uBums
Uszrnslunaazivui ounseluamwiiaany mnnasms R
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Hierarchy of epidemiological evidence

Comprehensive Review containing at least one

Systematic Reviews randomized controlled trial

Comprehensive systematic review

Trials -“ Non-randomized controlled trial
_“ Before and after interventional trial

Case-control study
Observational studies Cross sectional/Longitudinal study
“ Study using qualitative method only

X A\ Formal consensus or other professional opinion
. e (include literature reviews where there is no
EXpl’ ession of OpllllOIl indication of a systematic approach)
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An91nA Lun15USu L4
(Constraints and Obstacles)

21NN U LUNI1TIEABARMIVIAN
LARAUIINTIT Y58 FIDURTILA N
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n1sdsetdnAlulad
(Technology Assessment)

*flunisisedunanuauiia wae ﬂmmm sianld
Lwﬂfufaﬁwyﬂgum

* flun1sarrenaveaiiinsusrmnaluladaasmuneny
1iluse L1 Z”mwi’uﬁums‘lusgazﬁﬂmsﬁ%ﬂuﬂ‘lﬁilszanm"lfz’f
waluladsuidludeay wie n1sae1eea yie ﬂiﬂﬂsv‘lu
£11¥¢) ma/awm‘lwz‘lmnﬂ uaellanele nnaneuyaiians
seiinaulunEna (Delayed Effect)




M2D819289 Technology Assessment

n15UseiliueazalasInN1snee1eauidle 100 %

N139A%1 Policy Delphi T1n131l5su1aA21uL U209
LTI INFIA9)

N139AN1 Foresight Technic §1%3uUAAU5E U0
a1yt ulun1slanassrunawnuluauins

A1549M%1 Technology Roadmap &1%5ul4a19ue1
ANIATNAIUNIATU

18
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58 8UITNITIBUDIDUAA
The generic foresight process framework

1l99a3i1L27 Strategic intelligence scanning, Delphi
A153LASIZI > Emerging issues/trends analysis
A1suilawa § Systems thinking, Causal Layered Analysis
[ITRNIAS S Scenarios, visioning, backcasts, roadmaps
HRUAR Reports, presentations, workshops, multimedia

i Strategy development & strategic planning:

gNaAIana individual, workgroup, organisation, society, etc.

Source: Vores (2003)
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A0911A289 Technology Assessment

o dimunuluuig nia daumdauuluunadndand
(Prejudice Bias) NusvAlulaiianieuleuiangsa?

o N5t dmasnisaeny (474 luniansunne) lneludnis
IAAIVUTIVTDRVYUTIVEIA IAANITuE N TIna I lne
ardenvalulagifuasavisenaunislaean
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N15UTLLUUNRNTENL
(Impact Assessment)
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unseUIUNISN9LLUNTEYNRNBIUAANTY
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NOIUINITADY IA

3 n1s5UseLiueansENuNIeEILINRaY
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)

- prem— g g yo— g~y - — T ’ - - - - 2 ¢

e e

£ n15UsELIUNRNTENUNIIRIAY
Social Impact Assessment (SIA)

3 n15U 9L I ULNSATATNINEWINRDY
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

1 N15UsEL I UNANTENUNIHANIN
Health Impact Assessment (HIA)
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A15UTELTUNRNTENUNIIRILIANDY (EIA)

8113985031 AaNNHNU1E National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) 19111 EIA 13 w.¢. 2513 1iludseinawsn

NRIIINUU ATUIAT LULEDTEARA W11 lapanngruialy

ANBULLALINY LazNTELaanligilssinanee vialan
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E lA “.a systematic

process of

identifying future
conseguences ofa
cirrent or
proposed action”
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NRNNIS 8 28209 EIA

Participation: nnguealseTual nguaula13ulapa1nuIEay LALLM

Transparency: n1sanaRtaluntsissilivealalusugnaziannslaatinelilsels

eane

Certainty: namummawmﬁLammsﬂﬁwLu‘wj ATINITANNUARINUIL AL UNSU
Tﬂﬂuumuiww\mmﬂ

Accountability: §An&U192891ATINITTUTATAUNAL TN LEANVANFIULALLNANR ABNN
telunisadinnislutiuldanunseurun1sdseiueansenun1sfuinaay
Credibility: n15Usgiiuaansenuatineunt1eliingilssaeAndaLan (Objectivity) Tasg
LT ULARE 1T TN (Profession)

Cost-effectiveness: nswmum'sﬂswLuuuau,a'"uaawmwmmas'l\aﬂ's'lwu‘l,a‘lumi
ﬂﬂﬂma\umﬂaﬂumﬂmuwqu\aaﬂﬂwnﬂwm (Least cost of Society)

Flexibility: nseuaun1sdseiiingansenuaisaruirsadsumilunddsefniarwmnuneauny
ABLUB(Proposal) Lazdarun1salgnsun1saaniula (Decision-making Situation)

Practicality: 2ayad12a13laaanuiainnssunslssiiugansenunasnsaysniuld
TUAIAARULY LAENITINREUAANIY bazUTSLIUNR

TV S RSN SN, SR 2 = A R A S S, S Y, SR,



ADVINA2ADY EIA

e N17341 EIA y119luseinAn 18wl 194 Useivalne
lusnueiindeduindauniminuissnagyssna
gasamnssuIny (New Industrial Country 39 NIC) ¥i11A
panngnue EIA is WiswrsadunisdreTauntseeyu
inYsunAgasmnssune Iuanla

e EIA Jjaunaniznissaidunansenylusenulasinis
(Project) ‘lzinmuntgufzﬁuuuumu (Program) Uag
uleue (Policy) i lvienaluniuasuias (Scope) 289
n1rdssidunanseny uaslunsaungy Caring Capacity
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N19U5LLTUNANTENUNTIAY
(Social Impact Assessment)

unissmadaulfiAnnisUsurlse uasiivanAza
lAs9n13 %58 ANTTUA Y ‘lﬁ’f‘i’una'm/szfmuﬁzflut:}”‘lé’%’ﬂ
vailselagdainlasenis Tﬂammz/%mmmm 17130
eeulasiu mZﬂﬂmsﬂgum\‘muwmlszarwﬁa/a LT 9
nang1uAwgiinuyndelasuyla Tmln')szvﬂms"lwnﬂgy
FIUIAFTIUFLYINNIATIU ARDAFUKTAINITITNITWEINTN
gnae1Ndinadea UhiAanrruilusssuae19eedu
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ALl U289 SIA

nauuﬂa\‘iﬂmwm‘tuawsﬁﬂmeLsmmmlm\umm\‘l
W.f. 2500 wadinsiadanlnaededeludaefivsesundus
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Strategic-decision making
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Decision malcing and HIA scenavio

Decision entzancing
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