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Critical Planning Theories : An Introduction
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(Chicago : University of Chicago Press, 1962,
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Change (Chicago : University of Chicago Priss, 1977)
PpR.293~319.5 18
Y, MPolanyi® W& #8585 ke
e EBY AL RFH MB(tacit knowledge) o}
o EYP7IH FHeRY Reg APt ek
M. Polanyi, Personal Knowledge : Towards a Post-Criti-
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Free press, 1976), p.62.

6) G. Benviniste, The Politics of Expertise (Berkeley '
Glendessary Press, 1972).

7) R E Klosterman, “Foundation for Normative Plan-
ning”, JAIP. Vol 44, No. 1, Jan 1978, pp.37~46.
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8) M Los, “Some Reflexions on Epistemology, Design

and Planning Theory,” in M. Dear & A.J. Scoft

(eds.), Urbanization and Urban Planning in Capitalist

Society (London : Methuen & Co. 1981), pp.63~8.

9) C. Hoch, “Doing Good and Being Right : The Prag-

matic Comection iz Planning Theory”, JAPA. Vol
50, No. 3, summer, 1984. pp.335~345,
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Y. Dror, Public Policy Making Reexamined(San Fran-
cisco : Chandler Pub. Co,, 1968), p.132.

C. Lindblom, “The Science of Muddling Through”, in
A. Faludi(ed), A Reader in Planning Theory(Ox-
ford ;| Pergamon Press, 1973), p.154.

D. Braybrooke & C. Lindblom, A Strategy of De
cision . Policy Evaluation as a Social Process(New
York . The Free Press, 1963), p.40.

11) H S Baum, “Toward a PostIndustrial Planning
Theory”, Policy Sciences, Vol. 8, No. 4, 1977. pp.403
~-404.

12) M. Weber, Economy and Society ! An Outline of In-
terpretive Sociology, edited by G. Roth & C With,
(New York : Bedminster Press, 1968).

13) K. Mannheim, Man and Society in an Age of Re
construction (Lodon : Paul Keegan, 1240).
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R E. Klosterman, “Contemporary Planning Theory
Education : Results of A Course Survey,” Journal of
Planning Education and Research, Vol. 1, No. 1, 1981.
pp-1~12.
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M. L. Vasy, Politics and Planning (Chapel Hill ; Uni-
versity of North Carolina Press, 1979). pp.42~48,
178~180.

15) J. Friedmann & B. Hudson, “Knowledge and Ac-
tion : A Guide to Planning Theory”, JAIF, Vol 40.
No. 1, Jan. 1974, p.8

16) H Simon, op cit
J. March & H. Simon, Orgunizations (New York &
John Wiley & Sons, 1958), pp.203~204

17} C. Lindblom, op. cit.

D. Braybrooke & C. Lindblom, op. it
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BE TR REA REM(descriptive val
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0 - 248 2S®#(normative, comprehen-

18) A. Etzioni, The Active Society ! A Theory cf Societnl
and Political Processes (New York : The Free press,
1968), pp.282~309.

A Etzioni, “Mixed-Scarming | A Third Approach to
Decision-Making”, in A. Faludi(ed.), op. cit, pp.2l7~
229,

19) E C. Banfield & M. Meyerson, Politics, Planning and
the Public Interest! The Case of Public Housing in
Chicago(Glencoe : The Free Press, 1955).

20) R S Bolan, “Community Decision Behavior : The
Culture of Planning,” JAIF, Vol.35, No. 38, 196€, pp.
301~310

21) F. Ravinovitz, City Politics and Planning (New
York : Atherton, 1969).

22) M. Krieger, Planning and Adunce (Philadelphia :
Temple University Press, 1981).

23) D. A, Bamr, “The Professional Urban Planner”,
JAIP, Vol. 38 No. 3. 1972,

24) W. (. Baer, “Urban Planners : Doctors or Mid-
wives”, PAR, Vol. 37, Na§, 1977.

25) G. Allison, Essence of Decision ; Explaining the Cuban
Missile Crisis (Boston : Little, Brown and Co. 1971).

26) J. March & H. Simon, op cit

m)MD.CdemJ.Mamh&J.P.Olsen“AGarbage
Can Model of Organizational Choice,” ASQ Vol 17,
No. 1 1972. pp.1~25.



sive rationality)clel= & HMd e
2% FIYE Hole FA FHEY X
H AEFE4L AT Yo HEn EN
HI EiGE daftolsls AEH A
A BiidE AR E Yegdzm i
EHNUOE S8 oA 4 HE
RES AR ANAME ABRY BiRY
itale |, HE 9 #ANFRY &W 5o
dotEolof 3o welM AHEE#gel Ul
ArEIERS Heldglel @ 4 gA HAch

2. HRH

SIEERY dEddoend AHMRO o
3 SHoRHE HYS Fol M W
SHA HBEA A2E FEOA il
kol A=H@ At

BRIREA 3o wivEdd vAq Ay
A ¥4l HPARANMNE U yz gl
5, 43 wlElyolHA AW Higol H
FERY2E FHE 2 e Nz 7
o g #HAE ZAL A 9= AH
ojtk. oA I o HERE XEMNUES
AsA £ o] 8l HiREY % 5T 5 (theoretical
pluralism)oll ®A&A =Hon walr 3
el sy 9 olH RN S U &
#HWel TRYT AL A F439
Stk o8 RIS WH L MRS
o Hiolgte HMZ I ## "Ed d-
AZEHAR Yo7t AR KBRY FH
ol dlE ®mifstn gl

28) P. Healey, G. McDougall & M J. Thomas
“Theoretical Debates in Planning : Towards a Coher-
ent Dialogue,” in P. Healey, GMcDougall & M
Thomas(eds.), Planning Theory. Prospects for the
1980s(Oxford : Pergamon Press, 1982), pp.5~6.
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(2) E#H)(avoidance) FEH &

29) o3t of #ore BRSNS
E R Alexander, “After Rationality, What? A Re-
view of Responses to Paradigm Breakdown”, JAPA,
Vol. 50, Na. 1, winter, 1984, pn.62~69.

30) B. Gross, “Planning in an Era of Social Revolution”
PAR, Vol.31, No. 8, 1971. pp.259~296.

31) H. Ozbekhan, “Towards a General Theory of Plan-
ning,” in E. Jantsch(ed.), Perspective of Planning
(Paris : OECD, 1968), pp.45~155,
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o] FUESIAY WHseayols] o B
25 weol goe Zolth o] HFe X ¥
HeE BEE 94y PHE Y1 ey 2
FES AL g7 2o

A#), Theory—in—Practiceli®io 2 A 4%
ET M dig HAYE KBRAA F
T goe BREJdA KRF] E8MH T8

32) ARE “HHE BERRAR" £58 A, THES
Wae, (M& 0 oo, 1975), p.126.

33) G. H. Frederickson, “Public Administration in the
1970s : Developments and Directions,” PAR, Vol. 36,
No. 5, 1976, pp.564~576.
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34) D. A. Schon, “Some of What a Planner Knows ;| A
Case Study of Knowing—in—Practice,”JAPA, Vol
48, No. 3, 1982, pp.352~364.

35) W. C. Baer, op cit.

36) P. McAuslan, Land, Law and Planning {(London :
Weidenfeld & Nicholson, 1975).

37) J. K Friend, J. M Power & C. J. L. Yewlett, Pub
lic Planning © The Inter Corporate Dimension (Lon-
don : Tavistock Publications, 1974).

38) M {(astells, The Urban Question: A Marxist
Approach (Cambridge : MIT prass 1977).
P. Clavel, J. Forester & W. W. Goldamith (eds.),
Urban and Regional Planning in an Age of Austerity
(Oxford : Pergamon Press, 1980).
C. Paris(ed.), Critical Readings in Plunning Theory
(Oxford : Pergamon Press, 1982).
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AdE A8 E HRCEA HAL I8
mte] HEMEHRES ARI}c TREXEBER
(transactive planning) 33 $7 o 2 X E 2]
feedbackoll ti¥ ZFMF HEREMHES T3}
= ita$®Y A (social learning model)*? o]
St

WY THREKERY AL 2 EH
ol AF3 AMEAL A iwde F
F3gd 4 gl AHYY #uBEd I3H
q AEEE Jtede BRE HRS 7
AaAdte AHolA MEY v Heasy
BRUE 2 4998 g foAe oy v

i)

39) J. Friedmann, Retracking America®' A Theory of
Transactive Planning (New York : Doubleday and
Co, 1973).

40) D, Michael, The Unprepared Society. Planning for a
Precarious Future(New York . Basic Books, 1968)
E. S. Dunn Jr., Economic and Social Development : A
Process of Social Learning (Baltimore : Johns
Hopkins Press, 1971).
D. A. Schon, Beyond the Stable State (New York :
Random House, 1971).
C. HampdenTurner, Radical Man (New York:
Anchor Books, 1971).
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4, Bflm 2 48Ry Add Jixg
T #Hac=A B (system age)ol il
%5E i% (expansionism), H #yi& (teleogy) %
41 E#5 R (synthetic mode of thought)
o o3 45283 A F(interactive plan-
ning)", FEH A o2 (ks AREH L
SpAR o iR BUORERE Sl MHIER, Y ¥
T 83dA ERE WA AYZE AR
FzH 2AAY &, §E44HT =N FH
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olBjgt o7 HAE HEH HLOR A
AEHKE AR} Yot T EEE HHA
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A, 7|8donEs A4HA WRo| Xyl
EZRY VA7 de FUHA Aol Y&
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ning assumptions)¥ol® o & 33U “FHi
9 2EHEY BEHBE” (planning and design
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41) R L. Ackoff, “Planning in the Sysiems Age.” in R.
L. Ackoff(ed), Systems and Management Annual
1974, (New York : Petroceili Books, 1974).

42) E Jantsch, Design for Evolution * Self Organization
and Panning in te Life of Human Systems (New
York : George Braziller, 1975).

48) A. S. Travis, “Planning as Applied Ecology The
Management of Alternative Futures,” Touwn Plan
ning Review, Vol. 48, No. 1, 1977, pp.5~16.

44) R. Mason & L Mitroff, Challenging Strategic Flan-
nming Assumptions (New York . Basic Books, 1981).

45) G. Nadler, The Fanning and Design Approach (New
York : Wiley-Interscience, 1981).
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a8lT REEH SoAM 2 RRE Fod

T 8%l

REBEHM HolA AmMS R B

&, B3 % BB 5o BEuE HEEIRES

d#mxyy  HEi§(emphatic understanding) 24

RPN e HEP REE HMARA

EQlstel HFIES HIFRE HEM I=

(moral agent) 2 A 33 Uot7tM FHEAT

BEe 2HlE BiEd WY AEMABRRE

EFRSL QR
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46) E R. Alexander, “Choice in a Changing World,” Pol-
icy Sciences Vol 3. No. 3, 1972, pp.325~337.

47) R. S. Bolan, op cit1969.

48) B. Hudson, “Comparison of Current Planning
Theories : Counterparts and Contradictions” JAPA,
Vol 45, No. 4, 1979, pp.387~406,

49) R S. Bolan, “The Practitioner as Theorist . The

Phenomenology of the Professional Episode, ”JAPA,
Vol 46, Na. 3, Jul, 1980, pp.261~274.

ol8| gt 347 % M(crossfertilization) S 2 5
B 438 $L ideal AFTE & U7 o
ol HE olA7A FEY HZME ITT H
#wibe HA Rydz sddas KRRy &
FERo Hgdgel Hile FET FAY
& 23 e Ao FREY

m. sttHopac] yERiazt EHRIENM
o U0l &%t

1. Habermas2] #LPIIRR

RS U e aEE ¥ 5 3
= #pEzid slol % Horkheimer, Adorno
g Marcuseo] ©lo] EZFIAFEERRS K
% Mo A+A2 #BEees Habermase ™
mYRATRLGANN ARSI EWRBA B
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B BHEAA 08 MEHY ErkelM R
%, HEEHOR HeHZeS BEdZ U
t}, o]@l 3t welA] Habermase] .0 Hiut
= 3Ad 542 EA4Y 4 ded 1 %

50) J. Forester, “Critical Theory and Planning Practice”,
JAPA, Vol 46, Na 3, Jul. 1980, pp.275~286.

51) M Krieger, “Some New Directions for Planning
Theory,” JAIP, Vol. 40, Na. 3, 1974. pp.150~163.

52) P. Connerton(ed.), Critical Socidlogy (Madison, N.
Y : Penguin, 1976), Introduction, p.22.

53) #M®e HAve JvBlE E4Y & Aded
AAE 19234 HYP AR A7 A(Social Institute)
g 340z @ #HHMBS Kihield, A= X
BCaiie wmERcens) #add fAe 53on,
AR Bk BRWE FED BF L Biel BE
Hol #4& 53ou, Updse Haben a4 iti
SERIFHS) /Mg - gPelth
J. Shapiro, “The Critical Theorv of Frankfuwt,”
Times Literary Supplement 4. Oct. 1974.
S. Warren, The Emergence of Dialectical Theory:
Philosophy and Politicel Inguiry (Chicago : The
Univ. of Chicago Press, 1984). p.2320|4 B.31F.
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