(Rational Policy Making)
(Politics of Pressure Group)
(PoliticalEconomyTheary) (Environmental
Economics)

(Rational Policy Making)

(rational behavior”
(rational choice)

, 2531), 97,
James M. Buchanan, "From Private Preference to Public Philosophy:The

Development of Public Choice” in James M, Buchanan et.al The Economics of Politics
(Londlon: I.E.A.,1978), pp 1-20. , . %
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(political actors)

(being rational)

(self interest)
(national interest)

4
( ethodological
individualism)
5
3 ,
2 ( :
,2541), 233,

ARoger Levin, “Self- Interest in Politic Eam a Noble Prize Science" CCXXXIV

(november21), pp 941. : , 23,

SMorris Fiorina, "Congress:Keystone of The Washington Establishment” (New
HavemYale University Press, 1977) ,
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(rational choice theary) 6
L (individuals are self-interested)
2. (principle of methodological
individualism)
3. (individuals all have rational
capacity)

(rational man)7

6Hugh Ward, “Rational Choice Theory,” Theory and Methods in Political Science,
eds. David Marsh and Gerry Storker, (New York: St. Matin's Press, 1995), pp. 79-80.
7 | .
( ;
,2542), 9,
8Hugh Ward, “Rational Choice Theory," Theory and Methods in Political Science,

pp. 82-83.
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(Rational model)

17879,
IMHugh Ward, “Rational Choice Theory,” Theory and Methods in Political
Science, pp. 91-92.
William C.Mitchell. “Textoook Public Choice :A.Review Essay,” Public Choice
28 (1982): 9. Louis F. Weschler, “Methodological Individualism in Politics,” Publlic
Administration Review 13 (May- June 1982): 294. :
' 1 234
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(Rational Policy Making)

i
L /
2.
(Rational model)
(Rational choice Theon/)
B
i/ Henry Haveman, The Economics of the Public

Sector (New York: John Wiley, 1970)
1homas R Dye, Understanding Public Policy, 6hed. (Englewood Cliffs, N.J..
Prentice-Hall,1987), p. 32

Vi



i ,
235-236.
Brhomas R. Dye, Understanding Public Policy, p.34.

(cost-benefit analysis)

b

22



: Thomas R. Dye, Understanding Public Policy, p. 33.

Co
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(sunk cost)

b Charles E. Lindblom, "The Science of Muddling
Through,” Public Administration Review 19 (Spring 1959): 79-88.



(Pressure Group)

25

(pluralism)

Arthur Bentley
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(self interest)

B
9
Mancur Olson
(selective benefits)
Olson
(Rational Model)
(optimal provision of interest) |

TArthur Bentley, The Process of Government : A Study of Social Pressure
(llincis: The Pricipia Press, 1949), p. 211.

Bnilliam Kornhaunser, The Politic of Mass Society (llinois: The Free Press of
Glencoe 1959), pp. 39-40.

1Darwin Cart-wright and Alwin Zender, eds. Group Dynamics (lllinois: Row,
Peterson Company, 1953), p. 20.

“Mancur Olson, The Logic of Collective Action : Public Goods and the Theory of
Groups (Cambridge Massachusette: Harvard University Press, 1965), p. 133
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(Pluralism) Easton

Dahl /
"2

(agenda-building,
policy formulation, or policy resolution)
Pl

2Thomas R. Dye, Understanding Public Policy, pp. 26-28.

ZMartin Smith, “Pluralism," in Theory and Méthodes in Political Sciences, eds.
David Marsh and Gerry Storker, p. 221.

Mark p. Petracca, The Politicals of Interest : Interest Groups Tranformed
(Boulder Colo: Westview Press, 1992), p. 5.
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Austin Ranney

(overlapping membership) 1

(mles of the game)

ZAustin Ranney, The Governing of Man (New York: Holt, Rinehart and
Winston, 1962), pp. 14-17.

Hran R Young, System of Political Science (Eaglewood Cliffs: Prentice-
Hall, 1968), pp. 86-87.



29

Austin Ranney

Wyn Grant

Francis G.Castels

Graham Wilson

Mustin Ranney, Governing: an Introduction to Political Science 5hed. (London:
Prentice Hall International, 1990), p. 32,

ZMWyn Grant, Pressure Groups: Politic and Democracy in Britain (London: Philip
Allen, 1989), p. 9.

Zrrancis Castles, Pressure Group and Political Culture: A Comparative Study
(London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1967), p. L

AGraham K. Wilson, Interest Groups (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1991), p. 6.
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International Encyclopedea of The Social Science
(defense)
(general) (specific)
(influence” (public
policy)d

JVntemational Encyclopedia of the Social Science,” (New York: The Mcmilian
and The Free Press, 1968), p. 9.

m- , n 1"
( - 2540),
13-14,



a

V.0.Key,Jr (1958)
Graham Wilson (1981)
2
3

(common

interest)
(common ideology)

NGO 3

IMark p. Petracca, The Politicals of Interest: Interest Groups Tranformed. p. 6.
" - 9( - 2517).
17-18,

(o 2527), 779780,
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! (transitional society”™

(Specific causes)
(particular section) R}

FHarry Eckstein,“Group Theory and The Government Study of Pressure Groups"
in Comparative Politic ed, by Harry Ecstein and David E. Apter, (London: The Free Press
of Glencoe, 1963), pp. 389-397. .

", 16

IMartin J. Smith, Pressure Power and Policy: state autunomv and policy

networks in Britain and the United State (New York: Harvester Wheatsheaf, 1993), p. 2
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Potter (1961)
sectional /spokesman group  promotional / attitude group 1Stewart
(1958) sectional group  cause group ~ Moran (1985)
functional group ~ preference group 3
2
L (interest / sectional / functional / producer group)
2. (promotional / attitude / cause / preference group)
(direct action)

Gabrial Aimond Bingham Powell, Jr

4 (anomic group)
(non-associational group) (institutional group)
(associational group)
(development Approach)
J A.G.Jordan and J.J.Richardson, Government

and Pressure Groups in Britain (Oxford: Clarandcn Press,1987), p.19-42.
1 13 ”, 14I



34

(input functions) 3
Wyn
Grant
(strategy” 3
1 (insider group)
(department’s policy
community)
2, (outsider group)

AGabriel A. Aimond and G. Bingham Powell, Jr., Compparative Politic:
Development Approach. 5t ed. (Boston: Little Brown and Company, 1966), pp. 74-79.
JIyn Grant, Pressure Groups : politic and Democracy in Britain, pp. 14-15.



L (policy input)
a
11
(/5534
12
(Court Action) (Media Stunt)
4 .
2517). 57-63,

35

3

AMaurice Duverger, Party Politic and Pressure Groups: A Comparative
Introduction, trans Robert Wagoner (Sheffied: Nelson's University Paperback, 1972), pp.

121-125.
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(Violent direct action) p
2. (policy co-ordinator and
implementator)
4 B
L

RJame Connelly and Graham Smith, Politic and the Environment: From Theory to
Practice (London: Routledge, 1999), pp. 77-79.
B D .
41( : , 2540),  130-134. Wiliiem J.
Keefee and Morris S.0gval, The American Legislative Process Congress and The State
(New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1985), pp. 267-287. Austin Ranney, Governing: an
Introduction to Political Science, pp. 335-360.



3

(general approach)

(social
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movement) (collective behavior)

(Environmental Economics)

(efficient allocation)
% (pareto optimum allocation)

4 , {
, 2541),  54-55,
MRoger Perman, Yue Ma and James McGilvray, Natural Resource and
Environment Economics (London: Longman, 199), p. 8.
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(public
goods) (externalities)rf
1 %
(over-exploitation)
(unpriced resource)

(market failure)

(public goods)
(externalities) (unclear property rights)

% , ? 7 . 5

(o 1253), 312
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(monapoly)
(imperfect knowledge) i

, (externality)

A.pigou (externality)
Herfindahl ~ Kneese

Baumol and Oates

B ( : , 2543),
144-146.
Arris C. Herfindahl and Allen V. Kneese, Economic Theory of Natural
Resources (Charles E. Menill Publishing Company, Columbus 1974), p. 305.
4 . Baumoland E Oates, The Theory of Environmental Policy: Externalities.
Public Outlevs. and the Quality of Life (New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1975), pp. 10-11,



4

D
Gl
L (external economy)
2. (external diseconomy)

(external cost)

(private cost)
(social cost)

s ,
2 ( ; ,
2540), 60,
HDavid . Pearce and R. Kerry Turner, Economics of Natural Resource and the
Environment (London: Harvester Wheatsheaf, 1990), pp. 61-62.
HTheodore Panayoto, ., , ,
( : , 2535), 215,
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(external cost)

3
1
(internal oo
2
3,
4,
(market externalities)w
(nonmarket externalities)
9
(pollution tax)
‘o (private costs)
(internal effects)
(external
effects)

5 , 1 9.
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(public goods)
(public goods)
(consumption indivisibility)
(private goods)
D
) (exclusion principle)

(rival consumption)

(excludability)

(reveal preference)

FRoger Perman, Yue ma and James McGilvray, Natural Resource and
Environment Economics, p. 96.
% , ? )



marginal cost)

(nonexcludability)

(non divisibility)

(rival consumption)

(non-rival consumption)

(non-rival consumption)
(non-excludability)

44

(zero



45

B
(free ricer)
G
( free rider )
Tietenberge
@
a
(public bads)&
B , (
, 2525), 46
Prheodore Panayoto, ® ,
45-46.

~Tom Tietenberge, Environmental and Natural Resource Economic (lllinois:
Scottt, Foresman and Company, 1984), pp. 49-50.

@lTheodore Panayoto, 1

.46

6Roger Perman, Yue Ma and James McGlivray, Natural Resource and
Environment Economics, p. 9.



free rider

(common property)

(property right) 4

(open access) 2.

common property) 3,

(government or state property)

63 . "

(2540),  269-286.

46

(communal or

(private property)
4,
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(common property)

(common
property resource) (open access)
6
Garrett Hardin (1968) The tragedy of the commons

(free rider problem)

Andrew Heywood

Gordon

64.H,Dale, "The Property Interface in Economics of the Environment,” in
Economic of the Environment ed. R. Dorfman and N.s. Dorfman (New York: . , Norton
and Company, 1977), pp. 176-177.

@Andrew Heywood, Political Ideas and Concepts: An introduction (London:
Macmillan, 1994), pp. 258-265.
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®
o7
(market failure)
(oligopoly) (monopoly)
®
(public goods) (externalities)
(property right)

6H.5.Gordon, "The Economic Theory of a Common Property Resource: The
Fishery” in Economic of the Environment, pp. 139-140 .
6iTheodore Panayoto, :
. &2
2 ,
63.
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®
0
| (public interest)
(distributional inequity)
2
(domain)

(redundant and raising cost)

@Edith Stokey and Richard Zeckhauser, A Primer for Policy Analysis (New York:
.. Norton, 1978), pp. 308-319.
1 ;
.9 , ( '
2534),  1-25.



(state failure)
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