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Pressman il Wildavsky (1984) i~ (31T ) (Implementation) —E iz F 1Y
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" JAX % : “The control capacity of government is limited for a number of reasons: Lack of legitimacy,
complexity of policy processes, complexity and multitude of institutions concerned etc. Government
is only one of many actors that influence the course of events in a societal system.” ( 5| B Kickert,
Klijn, & Koppenjan, 1997, p. xii )

2 J& >C % : “Toward the end of the twentieth century, however, governments and scholars have used it
(governance) to capture the stress on governmental institutions: The inescapable pressures on
government to do more with less; the increasingly complex partnerships governments have been

building to do their work; and the search for intellectual guidance through these extremely difficult
practical problems.” ( Kettl, 1999, p. 119)
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HEP RS TR EBABFV R ENEE - BUFAE—ERERRA - EIFRtR
BrZ4s - M RAF RS S - ORET Hm Ry # EEE > B 5 B
B — AR S BT BUR AV B T2 A T U At A B S AH A A
E&fEry "B e | # (boundary-spanning governance ) ( =&k 0 2012 ;
PR ZE > 2005 5 2 HE %~ £ K B > 2011 ; Abramson & Balutis, 2008; Bartel,
2001; Radin, 1996; Sullivan & Skelcher, 2002; Williams, 2002 ) - J&H 1Y E & JE
Wt HAME @ BUTIEIEZE —/TTEIEE » MEF S RESIERANGS
8 (PBRZOK - 2005 5 Bardach, 1998 ) 5 AT » BUR G I 2 3R Rl B 11 & 422
By HE— s - TEFF 2 1TEIE (agents) B F|FRAH A (stakeholders) 7
iy i e (Kooiman, 1993, p. 2) « ¥4 5F 2 » H Al ISR BT B Ik 75 i 2% 1Y AH A
il 0 AN BEME IR s BUN RE DRI R/ NI R T ENES - R AT
HVERIREE » IEERIRBUNIVITEN B RS2 » T I A BUNHYIEEE  (governance
without government ) ( Rhodes, 1996; Rosenau & Czempiel, 1992 ) =2 " Z= )
{ERYEUR ; (hollowing out the state ) (Rhodes, 1994, pp. 138-139) » B2 5A
MR R EN R - BUFTTE) ERRAVPREL - 2 R RAEEIEBUFTEI &
HE > ZERET] (power-sharing ) HY[EIEF » £ 750 ve IR BUR AT 4842 o 0Y A T TE
T (Kettl, 1993, p. 202) » {HATRE4EEGEAVIEE M (legitimacy ) BN HH| 75
(public interest ) °
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TEIEAYZE (Kickert et al., 1997; Koppenjan & Klijn, 2004; O’Toole, 1996) -
B > FEEIAHERET H 2 1A - WIS BUR EIE M AY R - AN EERETA
R BEUAHE TER - EHEBTE ) RARAIREY AT AR M L — R (4R
"y BT 4 (the top-down model ) B " (f ~ifif £ ; (the bottom-up model) >
T AMESE R T BUSR4E4S , (policy network ) Jz " B EESE | (rational
choice theory ) WA » afem QI EEARBERER - W& &H J77E EFrBEAIR
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