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Analysis and Evaluation of Local Agenda 21 of Daegu City
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The main purpose of this study was to comprehensively evaluate the local agenda 21 of Daegu City based on
the evaluation model and propose important measures to solve its problems and improve the limitations. As a
whole, the evaluation result of the local agenda 21 of Daegu City showed very low score, only 151 points out
of 500 points and revealed it was below the level in all three domains of making process, designed content, and
evaluation of implementation. The making process got only score below the half in all large indicators of under-
standing, driving, and rationality. This unsystematic and irrational process inevitably resulted in ambiguous and
proclamatory content mainly expressing willingness to do. This fact means that the local agenda 21 of Daegu
City has not served as the comprehensive local environmental plan containing visions, policies, ends and means.
It did not suggest evaluation system and institutionalization of evaluation. These results of evaluation suggested
that the existing local agenda 21 of Daegu City was neither useful nor effective and thus the totally new local
agenda 21 should be prepared. Finally, important measures in making process, designed content and evaluation

of implementation were proposed for the remaking.
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Table 1. Evaluation of understanding
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Large indicators| AM?dmm Small indicators - Score Total Sum
indicators
) | Principle and range of Agenda 21 3 B
RelZi[%OABShlp Principle and range of Environmental Vision 21 6 (10) (i(l))
. Relation to policies of local government 2 ®
Understanding Proposal of local environmental vision 50 (9
_ ) 246
50 Policy development 36 9 (50)
(0.25] Purpose | Institutionalization 1.0 () 136
[0.6] Budget procurement 1.0 (3 (30)
Personnel procurement 10 3
Decision-making 20 3

* [ ] weighting value, ( ) : allotted score
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Table 2. Evaluation of driving
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i

of

. L.arge .M?dmm Small indicators Score Total Sum
indicators indicators
Establishment of office 1 (5)
Organization of Supply of official personnel 1 )] 4
office [0.4] Operating budget 1 (5) (20)
Independence of office 1 5
o Formation of council 5 5
Dﬁ;{)u}g Organization of Composition of council 3 5 10 %5602)
council [0.4] Call of council 1 5) (20)
Role of council 1 (5)
Institutional Budgetary support 06 Q) 00
support Personnel support 06 3 (1'0)
[0.2] Institutional equipment relating to driving 10 @
* [ ] weighting value, ( ) : allotted score
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Table 3. Evaluation of rationality
mgiizgt:er irlz/clhi(:i':\}cl:rls Small indicators Score Total Sum
Making mutual | Agreement with future vision 1 5) 2
agreement
[0.1] Agreement with process 1 ) (10
. | Making of list of environmental assets 1.0  ®
Analytl[cslé]abﬂlty Analysis of situations and prospects 48 (12 (1:()))0?
. Identification of problems and causes 48 (12)
Rationality Elaboration Goal setting per field 6 (15) 12 338
[0.5] [0.3] Consideration of aiternatives per field 6 (15) (30) (100)
Making subject 20 ®
o Participation of local government 24 (6
Part1[c61.g?txon Participation of local citizens 12 ® (935)
Participation of NGO 24 6)
Participation of local business 1.2 6

* [ ]: weighting value, () :
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allotted score, NGO : non-governmental organization
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Table 4. Evaluation of organization of implementation
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indicators indicators
Establishment of Formation of responsible department 1.0 (3) 2
Eizmgﬁ Composition of responsible department 10 3 (10)
{0.5] Role and function 0 @
o Formation of implementing council 0.3 (1)
(.:)rgamzatlon‘ of Composition of implementing council 0.6 2 6
implementation
[0.1] Management of | Role and function of implementing council| 0.6 (2) (20)
' Implementing - [ on of office 3 | 3
Organizations n - (10)
[05] Personnel of office 03
Budget of office 0.3 (1)
Role and function of office 0.6 2)
* [ ]: weighting value, ( ) : allotted score
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Table 5. Evaluation of Institutionalization

Large indicators Medium indicators Small indicators Score Total | Sum
Making ordinances | Making ordinances concerned with 3 (10) 3
Institutionalization {0.5] results of recommended contents 10 5
[0.11 i i (20)
Systematizing[0.5] Relationship between local agenda 21 9 (10) 2
and other plans (10)

* [ ] weighting value, ( ) : allotted score
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Table 6. Evaluation of realization per field

ri

G

i)

ingjiz%zrs irﬁl?fa}\l;?s Small indicators Score Total | Sum
Elaboration of goals 128 (3.2)
o ) Relation with purposes of local agenda 21 256 (32)
Living Tg‘é‘]“’m“em Embodiment of alternatives 128 (32) gg)
Development of action programs 064 (32)
Fix of implementing subject 064 (32)
Elaboration of goals 128 (32
) Relation with purposes of local agenda 21 256 (3.2)
Natural [e(;l ;f]xronment Embodiment of alternatives 1.28 (32) gg)
. Development of action programs 064 ((32)
Fix of implementing subject 064 (32)
Elaboration of goals 064 (32)
Realizafltion Social environment RelatioTl with purposes .of local agenda 21 192 (32) c19 | 2106
per field [02] Embodiment of alternatives 064 (32 (16) (80)
[0.4] Development of action programs 064 (32)
Fix of implementing subject 064 (32
Elaboration of goals 064 (32)
) Relation with purposes of local agenda 21 1.28 (3.2)
Global Tg\;]romnent Embodiment of alternatives 064 (32) ?1523
' Development of action programs 064 (32
Fix of implementing subject 064 (32
Elaboration of goals 064 (32)
International Relation with purposes of local agenda 21 064 (32)
exchange Embodiment of alternatives 064 (32) (?ig)
(02] Development of action programs 064 (3.2)
Fix of implementing subject 064 (3.2)
* [ ] weighting value, ( ) : allotted score
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Table 7. Evaluation of participation in implementation

Large indicators .M(.edlum Small indicators Score Total | Sum

indicators
Participation Types of implementation projects 1.28 (6.4)
of local Participation in implementation projects 192 (96)] 850
government Cooperation with other participants 210 (64)| (32
(04 Coordinating ability of other policies and plans | 3.20 (9.6)
Participation | Types of implementation projects 096 (4.8
. ) of local .. - - 384
Participation in citizens Participation in implementation projects 128 (64) (16) 2002
implementation [0.2] Cooperation with other participants 160 (4.8) (86)
[0.41 Participation Types of implementation projects 096 (4.8 -
of NGO Participation in implementation projects 1.28 (6.4) (16)
[02] Cooperation with other participants 160 (4.8)
Participation | Types of implementation projects 096 (4.8)
of local Participation in implementation projects 128 (6.4 384
business D proy . . (16)
[0.21 Cooperation with other participants 160 (4.8)
* Number : allotted score , { ] : weighting value, NGO : non-governmental organization

137



A B
o T i
Fojot #HE WEE XFHA FS AR g
4 AAHeE AdE AE FAL ew Ao
2 HIHEAY. 4, AA) 219 A e FEH

o2 MEstelol & QPBINIML FR B
o 4% 193 g FHLAY BY BAZ £

EUNA)

3tAl BAlsA Rt ¢ FFdHIg APAAE

Aate ol 28 Hole AN, AV,
Ad71q)e) Felx Fa GpHolL 2abH fzo

2 dastn & # olie. webA AgelA) 219
W&ol 2AE FE9EY AgHoln AAHYL F

331 BAAARES H#7}

B AR ES Hriedo] wtg} Table 85 7o)
BILAA A A7), B, oy, w3
TR 574 ARE Frhedh

3311 H7HAA R A7|RE] Bt

B FE U7 2edAE FHE HEY A
e Bk AA FFe A7 B 82 A9
HAEA ob HH L W AR, FIY
zlel A 97dFE AxE A B7FE s UA

. . N N T F@rke Y82 BAFA TEAIYGY ¢ EE
ARt g AHY A Abgel wet Agd F# > ) o oo
o7k o]eo(;z]—yuoh;].o ° ] A o odolgdA #74 IFgHA FNE FF
TR A Hed Foage? =5 po) 2 Aule AHe
o gl B ¥e o7 o1e] AgE s ug oo JITIRET T Bel TULHA 27
o gBrlstdnh HHARE £ 208 2 567(28%) AHED AAHoR HrhE e A9 @3
= 6 e/ TIETTT S (=Y T (0] o Y Gl s ~ ol Ao
& dho} o] G99 47 A ES =R 2Rz A% AR Aawt vdste FE0 A3 de FS
8 Ropd AMNA Ty A HAore RE RE 7F dE-2 ol TEa ol g Hite YoM o
N HA5FY BFE HET §I FE gy B0 T 2 Sl RS A7l e H dud
o ZuAoz APe yydeAy Aurge 4 © W AT ALAH] G e B A
A BOAE AY AFHR Baw Y =g g A 20 AA did Frhe &+ gk ohek 20019
83 AR A% AA AYAY Q3 o5A Ay 11¥e] 2FH B FE 7 21 FAFEYS 74
& SuiAss WLE PSR 2o agm R EFTAEAA A ALRTolA H FE
zb Bopd HEAH7 AAAAE 2o m gur W 219 Bl dis] AFLS st JAATE o] HA
A ZFo 24 AANE w$ dodd Yegoz x  TAY WEE ANEHA FyTh
48 FHAES FolE s FAHoR AF ; ; . 2o
= cuES A A CaS! i 3312, Brii, Wyphd w@rbne Hrido
I mEhA WEe g X FHe ve g 2q mue @r
AH AAR 2402 AFEATT HE HAo] o = o .
9 gem . G748 Al B o] glonz gl
2 el 5 @ E2 YT 200lE olw RES kg A9l
33 FXH7td 49 Bt bl A Hord g BEd WEE AMAHA @
Table 8 Evaluation of evaluation system
indLii;gtgrs Medium indicators Small indicators Score Total | Sum
Conduct and time of . . 1
eva[l(t)xﬁlon Conduct and time of evaluation 1 ® )
Suitability of implementing organizations 08
Evaluation areas Institutional connection 08 | 4
[04] Realization per field 12 6| 20
Evaluation Participation in implementation 12 ()
10
SS[’Ste]m Evaluation method [0.1] | Evaluation method 1 ® (é) 0)
05 - -
Reﬂectlon[(())fﬂevaluatlon Reflection of evaluation results 1 (B (é)
Local government 1.2 ()
Subject participating in | [ oeq] citizens 06 (3 3
evaluation —
[0.3] Citizen groups 06 3| (15
Local business 06 (3
* Number : allotted score , [ ] : weighting value
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Table 9. Evaluation of institutionalization of evaluation

Large indicators Medium indicators Small indicators Score Total Sum
Making ordinances Obligation of evaluation by 2 (10) 2
[0.2] ordinances 10
Personnel support . . 2
[02] Evaluation specialists 2 10 (10) |
Institutionaligation of Budgetary support Procurement of evaluation 5 10) 2 10
evaluation [0.2] budget (10) 50)
[0.5] Openness Opening results of evaluation 9 (10) 2
[0.2] to the public (10)
Development of evaluation | peyelopment of evaluation 2
programs 2 10
[0.2] programs (10)

* Number : allotted score , [ ] : weighting value
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Table 10. Evaluation of local agenda 21 of Daegu city
Domain Large indicators Score Total Sum
Making Pr Understanding [0.25] 24.6 (50) .
ng Process . -
10.4] Driving [0.25] 16.2 (50 (200)
Rationality [0.5] 338 (100)
Organization of implementation [0.1] 6 (20) -
Designed content | Institutionalization [0.1] 5 (20) 56 (;0)
[0.4] Realization per field [0.4] (80) (200)
Participation in implementation [0.4] 20 (80)
_Evaluation of Evaluation system [05] 10 (50) 20
implementation . . . -
[0.2] Institutionalization of evaluation [0.5] 10 (50) (100)

* Number : allotted score, [ 1 : weighting value
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