32 i R F

B [B] & TR WF 58 19 VF B
wxm o

[EE] sommaERA “BOFEIITAME RMEAA AEZAALXNEAD
ERAPATERME S A EREH R, RBEMT RBF N SERARE, A
Vet “ 5 k" ORI AR 0 s B AR, T HOR IR S 4E 89 KRR BRI A
RE S ARAOSAEAT A, BTH T A EF A AR B ESEEZRGNAL £
XATH, ZEAEANFSER KRG RA LRI R & HUH Fo 45 T 69 H)
Bt L, TAHENSEXALATHEY, SERFTEEEIARK
PRGNS, TR —KGESE, o RAREIEX R I EX 65 SF BT R
BOARATEZROFR, FAETRE ARG FERTESR, KA
Y55 A LGB ML RIE, BARASELEBRARAESFOXRAIHELE, b
THREX = XA RARRBUFR X 2O RTEE, b, #XLkfTETRH
W5 F AT B 18] A AF 69 1) R AR 2 T

[X8iA] smmetE RBEA  SAEALH

[FEH%ES] D035 [ XEitRiRAE] A

[XEZEHE) 1674 - 2486 (2014) 06 -0107 - 22

KT EAME (collaboration) HIBFFY, KILORE R4 2% HE | F %,
Ut EFREQRS AR TR, BT, “BET el —fas, K
% We LM —MARE (McGuire, 2006a) . X G 1ERIBEFE AR R R T 5 —%
Bl TEEQR . AL B B AR A B E RS RCR . BUR R
25X ENASME (Dahl, 1994; Burby, 2003; Irvin, 2004), 4 41% % &
T4 #E (Madhok & Tallman, 1998) ., ¥% I 4K #fi # 15 ( Pfeffer & Salancik,
1978) , 4 P 2% W] F i % 0 1B % B8 (Gulati et al. , 2000; Todeva & Knoke,
2005; Goerzen, 2007) ., =Z FHEAARHZA LR R A W, 2 A7 B G H 2

w AR, PLURFHEEEALFSEREFR, WAL, E, P LRFSHERF
Fou, BhH, ROATHARZYBEFRE LIFTANERL,
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1970 4K 1980 4E BT BT A B B sh Z )5, A TP IF5E G 45 JCH 2 BUR ]
X (o

ARICEFE LGS E 30 FQIATEEF T "N G w5 e,
DA 2 v A 85 OR8] & A i F 5, 326 T S BUR 1) 4R 552 2 Sk o 2 31 2 5
Fro T B[R] G 15 92 B 32 B AR [ A1, R 91 1 BR S [ S B, i AT BT ok
FE I SCHRVE [ 32 20 e SO0k o AR B Je 4 U 18] & R OF S i 5=, [l
XF a1 LR BUR ) 5 AR R B 2 R 0y, Wik SRR —RPLH, da e a1
R 8] 45 A o A 11 22 2EE IS 0L

—. BHEAERRNE =

e b, H5E, BURRIG/EBE T 06 7 & F E X g siei., my
BUT AR Z 0 51 % 0 I fa L A B el T 28 R Ak 22 Y AN B 2 B R AR 22 4 2 AL LY
HH A T B — RO R A AR B . A AL FH S A BRE R, B
EA T R A O M DL NS AT B BR A 5K, S AT IO A i T
WM AL “ i “WgAL” A E (Provan & Milward, 2001 ; Berry et al. ,
2004 ; Brass et al. , 2004) ; JUK, BUR G /E 2 1989 4FJF IR 2R 5936 L HIS
MSEAR . Z 2o 3 W, G A R AL S W R 2 oude, [ R
FHEMBUN M@, BT MEERER, XA EIFSH 25 R,
o BUR 1] 5 A5 B B 58 35 58 ki, BIVBOR AN B 05 BR T L2 IR B 7 4 S5 2%,
JEWZH T A (TR, 2000) 5 5, BUNRISERBIEMR R B 25 51
WR BRI B, W2 B A #IE (Dixit, 1996) LA K Z 0B B ( Garen,
1994) o BURFIE] EF 70 B A S5 SR 2277 AR R A 5 B T, TR i g O 1 | A LA
Wigsi ™ @ (Frant, 1996), 5l & EAFERM, BUNIFMGY T 61E, LAIREIRSE
A, BEAITERE (Feiock et al. , 2009)

TESEER b, N TR H &R E R PU# R (Wicked Problems) ,  BRT [H]
BAEEGE WAT . YU R AE 2 I AT B R T 5T U — A R T R
(Weber & Khademian, 2008), ¥&3C “Wicked Problem” 7 F %% * Ff % ] "
CANEERT Cw R TR, ORI PR R T —— R
TR P67 B0 07 15 gk ok 1) Al 52 A% B0 Tl L5 T L A D [ R0 0 i e 446 15 8K
SEPLE AR ACH B8 K ( Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, 2013) . FEHr4r - HEF
IR /RS - T i PR “ HUMR I R B2, flf]He i “ pufg e R 2
— xR Bl AN al e A B i AL 2 sl SCAE ) 8T (Rittel & Webber, 1973);
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« WLA7 A Wicked Problems: Social Messes, L& T X — 254k 2 1 BOR ALY
“HUREIRLE”, I — B S A o AT B AL T R A E 43 M (Ritchey, 2011), L
AUt “PUARIRE 07 AR T DA R IR . HER A SR L W KR I R
W BERMGEE R, AR LS EER (m. ZR—5F, BEHR—FNH,
GW—EIR) . AR, A& BUARTRE . H8 TS e 45 [n) 2 it 7 (1Y
CPUAR R, 3 S ) i 25 Sl T R T SR R BRI, [ I g FRATT Y A TR R A O
(Kolko, 2012), BHAF/RMEBMAEFIHN T “HimlE” M- REED, FXA
S ERE LT R AR SR M 5 S M IS (R W (Weber & Khademian, 2008)
HUEORAM . A—BUl . %8 (Keul, 2009) , 2835\ Horpd5 8 20
fiESE A B ACE . MHE Y, ATEW MR, XEBUNEGET =
— A ER AT A, AT, CHUMRIRIET A A R, R
[ R0 1) A o R XA G B 2 ) Pk R, T 1970 4R AR0K 1980 AR K
A IR0 A8 B O A R i TR X — R
MR, VU — BEARAE, (AR BT A ME LR O ] AR B AR (]
R, U R S 7 S B R R 0 S O S T Y (R R AR XL B,
LR ERMER ZR 2R, A ARRRUAEANNE R, SREBUNEEAN
1, B T HEBATE LA, 15 E K 80E BN O AR B PR R 1Y
F—TAEN, MET “HUgmET AR, BRI T, T LA
G VERC LS, BT “PUMRB" MR gRME, A T R ] R AR LA ok i 1
R, RIS TRl 4E i 2 SOtk TR, |8, FRZ¥RGE,
BUERERS N A1E. BN BRFIY . KU, il B¥. BUR¥SIE
ZH¥PAEVI R T “PiM A" ML, AOZEEs “AIEA B
THIFER CPUERIE WL, AARMRT; Hik, LIt EER, HES
BRI AAE . WEREME Bl DIHEIS, P 7 JE e BRdEm e, mIRsEmE ., for
A, ERZEERENER, HEMIZAE, 53 SRAESE “PUhE”
gz g fa, EZREE A YRR . B SE B GRS (R

O “HMEA” G+ EHE. OERARNHGEL; QAN AR ARk,
RACMMEZRTR, MEHNY, ARG ERPVEA EAMPA AR, O kr EEA LR
25, RAFRZA; OBERFZEAAABIRELGELE; OF MR FTEL “EHR”
(One — shot Operation) , B A& A XM AOMNE, H—RZXAMRER; @REHTI R 5%
B, CEAATHFZER#E;, OF—A “RBRAML" HEAR—-—L=0; @F—4 “HKMR
AT AT AR ARG — AP M IER; QR —3 (Discrepancy) #4 £k T “HAMFAMT T
it S Ay K, E— MR B RE T PSR GER; QX FRAILHGRA, &
MAZ 5o (Rittel & Webber, 1973)
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TEUFHIAERE ) MBS, M2t & & BRI, BOUF A 2 H b 3 A
FVERERE ™ AR H A AR AN . BURFERIT N ER, 45 )2 PBUM 2 18] W /5 2508 i
ERARGA R . B2, LUK “PUma” pofg ok 2B IAZ08 “aE", Xt
I 230 BN = W BUR AR .

T oA B AL A S B B, BUN A S 1R R BE T B AR . BUR LA 1R
X —FE R PR 7 AR R 5 A R I T R o 12 R OR IR, A 3035 H A
FAER ST 2 R oy SOBUR TRl VR RS, D ik — 20 1 I 3R B9 5 S il

=, AERBEEEHFEEE

FEEN AL 2B — Rl B L h 2R, 5 AL A4, R
GUEFL 222 B ol ST IR AT I MR AT IS . BEH0E XN “thamdhd,
NE N RSB Z 18] D ik 20 1 8l 4% J7 R A 58 B 45 Ab 5 36 [R) H A i 45 g 1
B A B —RB S 173" OFBTAE, 2003: 136 - 137) . 454 “PifERE” 15
S FVRFAE 3BT AT DU BT . 473 EARZ B LU 5, TRl 7E T U5 3 — 1R
TSRO A e “ PUfglal . SCEBE E 0 A 45 508 H xR

1 GENERERRERAY

ARER RAEAM %
Agranoff & McGuire (2003a, 2003b) AL LELERBAFBSFT S
% AAE O’ Leary et al. (2006) IWE Y & BN 0 8 h N
Bryson et al. (2006) Tz it 42

ZHiE#  Gray (1989)
Wood & Gray (1991)
Ring & Van de Ven (1994)
Bryson et al. (2006)

SAE L — A & M A AT,
SR —ANR VARG T A
BE, BZAHMHEERRER

— At 42
Thomson & Perry (2006)
HLM H5E 4% Thomson (2001) SVER /NN EE R
EFRAZLHHEE
#-15 5 @3 Cooper et al. (2006) LB R EMBNRLEL o
Leach (2006) hiiie R
&k 5 %% Koontz & Thomas (2006) AEFERETTHNEE ER
Ansell & Gash (2008) EH g B — Ak

FA SRR AR A H,
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FURME “BE7? BT AFESRIOUE R E XARZ, AT ] 2098 5
ENIRAE ML ER (W3R FiR) . B, GIFEEEWA B oy 2k, H
K, BFE—ANEEhdfE; H=, GEDREARERN; H, S1FEARE4
LR EVRR s feda, &1 — A ) T i S pL il S L2 R ) 55 3 7 %o
fég R, A AERURAT 0 AR A A ) 45 1 5 BT 3L [R] R — 3 sl i g 7

MEA M EGERRE 2R M PEFE R, ] LS — % 3e k. R & 1 £k
BIATE, Bl DN NS D AN E1E (Zaheer et al. , 1998; Ospina & Yaroni,
2003; Brass etal., 2004) . N AN S5HLHAEME (Richie et al. , 2012) | ZH 2]
41E (Ring & Van de Ven, 1994; Burby, 2003; Brass et al. , 2004 ; Zaheer &
Bell, 2005) ; 1 2 21 /&) & F AT LA #4023 g 28 Fhfk £ 5 /E (Roberts, 2011;
Nort & Klijn, 2011 ). B JiF (8] & YE ( Agranoff, 2001; Agranoff & McGuire,
2003a, 2003b; Griffiths, 2003 ; Gerber & Gibson, 2005; Carr & LeRoux, 2005;
Bingham et al. , 2006; Lee et al. , 2012; Handley, 2008) . 2\ &l/4> )\ [8] & 1E
(Ring & Van de Ven, 1994 ; Zaheer & Bell, 2005) ; {K¥E5/F BN E, W4
NI S5 A4 (Meijer, 20115 Clark et al., 2013) , ff B3 % 5 H AR Y H
(Dyer & Singh, 1998; Brass et al., 2004; Singh, 2005; Schilling & Phelps,
2007) . BUIK #l & ( Busenberg, 1999; O’Toole, 2000; Speier, 2009; Richie,
2012) 5 BT HMERSRZES, I H Wb edE 4S54 (Keal, 2006)
AT A AR B & A (McGuire, 2006b) |\ ¢ AR = 8) U4 (Aram
etal. ,1971) | fE¥H H 31X 44E (Ahuja, 2000; Leach & Sabatier, 2005) . %%
B A& fF (Jones et al., 1997; Gulati, 1998; Gulati & Nohria, 2000; Ahuja,
2000; Provan, 2001; Berry et al., 2004; Brass et al., 2004; Provan et al. ,
2005 ; Agranoff, 2006; Goerzen, 2007); W SIEMIERXARE, 750 8OIER
e, BT RAER, EANBINE, &—fEX &M (Poppo &
Zenger, 2002; Amirkhanyan, 2010), @4EIEX G /E, 4F 0 kKW I E
o, E—FEE/E (Hansell, 1984; Ansell & Gash, 2008), TMiEIERXG/EE
W o

TEAIATE AU, RAETEIFE G, HAMNER Y RER D178 E
RIZEBURN RS AT X BOURN E] 5 VR B OFFE7E 2006 4R R3] — 4> mige, 56 [ 3k
FYEFiE (Public Administration Review) PUAFFPER, Tk RIEC, W
“OHVEN LA (Collaborative Public Management) [ A AL 5 . BRIS MR 5 %
{53 #7 (O’Leary et al. , 2006; Bingham & O’Leary, 2006) £ )7 K5 . &1F
NG BYOE Ly AE 2 A AL SN e JE R RAT A BE, A DR X DL Dl B — 4 24k B
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B 5 i o 1 ] B8 3 FE (Agranoff & McGuire, 2003a, 2003b; Henton et al. ,
2006) . e HLHr - % FE/K (Chris Ansell) FZLATZER - Iiff (Alison Gash) R&1F
HHBISHIR N T2 e, TS e A 0T, RIEAUESIERT, 45
TEAEIRE (Collaborative Governance) W& SC, “—EUE 2 A LA L H R
SAEBUR #5540 OC & JE AR A D S R i — Rl B2 4, B el iR
S PRRIAY, R H bR B S 2 kR B A BN L H /BT
(Ansell & Gash, 2008: 544), B, UL EWF G L&A ME, mrgRETHH
BEVE, E&EmMEAIHE R aEs M, JFA MR BHiR, J5 & 5800 A S0
U ] & 1R 1 PR AR

MR, AW 25 BN RS RSB B, T g s BT
( Government by Network) . “HpEBUF” (Joined — up Government) . “/KF-{L45
F1”  (Horizontal Management) ., “# [ T&4E” (Cross — agency Collaboration) |
“UMERELABEET . (Collaborative Management) 25 ({52, 2008) . X SEHE & 1Y
e S TR AT SIS A SO, H RS SCRIE IR A ANl il 22
o BEEHME (Perrietal., 2002) SFARE—0KMER, 1 “ HAR” A
CTBC OMAYERER R, BAYERE Oy M E R A EAE R R CAHE —
B ZAEW, LAEA BER UM BUEA Wi X BUF . PO B IR B
JF . BEIREUN . BERACBUT . PR B R E AN R 2 LR T AR H B AT B A
FAEM S, BAARBOUM N Z & — 2K, ZoR AR AT BZ M A B8 38 (Perri
etal., 2002) . fEff]Z )5, 260 5 WA o5 - S0 s 0 A AR - R A%
(Goldsmith & Eggers, 2004) SCif T AT NTITZ R EERR, NI
59l O3 [R) BBORE R 28 AL BORE, AT d 32 il B O 2RHERE, th AR EIERE
A EARE T AR, BRI N CmT R AR,
BRAH IR BOFE SR “F =M BN MBAREURT R R BUG” A
COMFEBURT . H CERFEIBURNT B R 2 FRE Dy o, DR T RE % S BUAT R B A
HE, HXFEERTBUNARTRIZ 6 W AEON " BE 2 &R R A FA
HE, NEWREBUNATAGIEM N E TG S0k fEMITER, “MEmH”
e RS R EA (Goldsmith & Eggers, 2004) .

BAERY B RUET SR BUNE S VR A% RRAE, T BUR ] A 4E 19 AR BT 2 25 38
FIP . AT 8 BRI ME, b FREUTZ BN S, FRRBUFZ 0
(] — B 2 G b A TR BRRE B 1) 2 A0 AF AE A 1] 5 A, BURF 22 L3R 17T 45 JF BUR 414
ZIFFTENINEE ;s N RS ENAERIME, WESE (2002) &7 7 HAZ
U BRI E A Bl IR ATBOR D[R] s 3 E AR B R A B R s 3 B )5 55 ik 4
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CRLARAET ) R BRA] 5 AT po A 1A A9 IR 55 BB T] o 8RO STV R T 194 825 1) b ] = 2
M F =20 B S E e b s BOR ST A H A B R e pr ] A 3R
Gty brE (Eakds, 2011) ( EARRREEMTACNEHEME) o B
FIEPERIE SO PSS A LA i AL A A S5 i AT g LR35 3, il — i T
PEMIAR MRS AT SR I AL (™ (ELakfR, 2011: 6) o Z5a LIRTHER “Hifif
IR B AT, AR SORS BUR )5 VR e O BR8] D fiff R AR ] AR LA
SO A (BT 3 5] PIAT S AT 55 R A BIE S B . R T RE X, BUR S
EALAFERI G T &F, WaE L FEREIEE, B BUT &
R R BUR RIS ER R BE . ot AT S 7 2 RO SR G, Bl (2
T T BUR A A A A

=, AE&MH: AENBSIH

A AVEPLENZ G MERT T A A% O IR A, BRIV 8 U [] 4R 5 1 o — Bk B, B
JRF 0 AR A 38Dl R 24 SR 79 75 TR A LA, el RO ke R R A% SR D A A
TS, T2 AR O B BOUR )5 VE 9 ) B2 22 HE . 6 T SCBRILEE, A SO & 4
B U2 5 B w25 L) 5 5 P A sh ZS L) o

SRR ERSHUR, RIS . WH BT RORE, 2 S 1FREEA
FUFCLMWUIEG, H—, TRUIE, RVBOMFERT] L 9l R 9 BUT A R R EE L
B, My BRESHEERTEDLE D RZBUFE TS (Ansell & Gash,
2008) 5 T, ap LI, A5 HUREES TR A E IR A o> L, AR 5% [ 3 A
i ) BOIA W E 2 HETR IR EOR AN R . BORF RN R BRREER T, A 2
THMXEEM (RGP MAE, 2004) ; K=, S/ERRN, G2 SCird
M PR RGE" A7 e (Weber & Khademian, 2008) . {H[EIAE T, [AIAF i X
U IRIRL, A2 F BEE A 2 e 7 BN 2 5 5 AR U, T H A BORFAS 3%
2?7 ( The question is why do some local governments engage in cooperative
agreements while others do not?) ( Feiock et al. , 2009: 257) , W iz¥t, LERJLA
SR SRR U 18] G A ) 0 225 PR T AR ST 245 1, ik A MR BB ML i 7 R (8] & 1
R AR FIWE? X e TR 2E e A,

EE, GAFERLE R BEEE AT RS - B e FE R B AR HAGRAE (R RERYEEAL)
(The Evolution of Cooperation) ", #fir “HAINFENEL” 153 HL 3 38 1 8 42 XL
N AGE R S R BEE 70 A 6 B, 6 T [ 41 i A ——m * —dfeak — 4™ (Tit For
Tat) AR AE S A (Axelrod, 1984) o TEMBEI X BT Hh, A 15 B9 b 2 5%
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PERTRARIAE o “ BTk 5 R AR Wi 2 08 5 3 LR A5 [l SR s 2, i
B7UN: 1 B 1= A VR N = S R 7 AP e o (SN A1 N D P S € e R AN R e ]
WAEFRE R LR BT A A B B A, SRR RREGAIEN . I B ER
R AR EIEMEE, MORRANFSM, MRS T, XHREREE TN
07 M AT REPE R 2 2T L o ol H A A B A 0 B e R 5 R Y R
MR I R s i H o Bk R B R & . IR 38, W7 @ A e
G MERE Y 25 1+ 20 IR L U7 & A EAG HER A B E” (Axelrod, 1984:
126) o IR RHERE AR B B AER I DM, HEMWES: H—, &%H
G MR B — Al g i i A A BE R, BESC i R AR A 2% L, A
TR e A de B B 22 07 T B ALRR P BOA A BRI, e AU
fray, XEEAHIAEIS AT SRR A B R =, BT e R BA %
BRME EXEZEGEMA B, WA T aERHER “ TEUNIR
&7 B (Wachhaus, 2012), Fr LA 2 A FEE 5T BUN )G AER, X FER 4585 70
M itk

FOUk, BURTR] G 1 0 R 32 J2 A7 751X S8 BUR T, 1 B0 #5980 171 e] 2 A7 A L
NHSRRR, RV R G 2 6], A AR AR R A A S A, BB R
VE A JBJ2 BURE ] (9 25 38 T TEh R . BT L, PIZ8 5 4E (Network Cooperation) 1J fig
g X B [B] 5 AE LT 1) — A RO B X T SRR 4t , B SOk b 2 5
W EREAE, BEMEER—X ., a1F. BESIEEEMANERNY X,
MRZGVEEIRAI R SR Bahla T2 2. BIR 2l 44552 k2% (Network) AR
&5 (Granovetter, 1983), ik bl 2 i~/ & 0] TR0 “ M4 G AEL 7
(Jones et al. , 1997; Gulati, 1998; Gulati et al. , 2000; Ahuja, 2000; Provan
et al. ,2001; Berry et al. , 2004; Brass et al. , 2004; Provan et al., 2005;
Agranoff, 2006; Goerzen, 2007), i H. & G848 AR 4 #o itk o DLAE JL-F B A 19 230
ZERTY . HH - W AEHE (Provan et al., 2005) £ (M M 45 70 A A din 5tk 411X
RFERZR) — X RNE PEHAE % T & 3Bk (Network Analysis) o [ 45 73 #r 2
— TP NS N B B R T RE B AR LA T 5 T WA Bde O o A BdiE O ik . s
W o 5 46 B S 205 HA 2 2286, m] LA [6] 20 21 1) 48 38R
W E AL A SRR 2% SRS H P M O S A, BUNERT IR S SR 0Kk, 78
RIZs & AE A R A2 E, HAEAS A& VR 85 B9 A2 B JF A 1 E ((Provan
et al. ,2005) , X FE L RE 05 255 5 & EB 17T RO AR XS D0 #5, A DA [R) S BU Y BT ik ]
7 (Weber & Khademian, 2008) . Z{f%F - BilAgfiih RAE (S EMEMEZ .
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XFAILAEIAMTHER) — OB TREGENTZEHV, KRR
FEARMERE TG GAEME S, BT Mg SEH, ME5HEHMM LR, MR
ok BOICE B R Zwl/BHE W, H R4S E =D R — MR & 50 3E BB
( Agranoff, 2006) ,

55 =, BOURARORT S o RE 98 DN G A I T I AR RE BT R) 5 AR B R AE LB
AR B EBUF AT E W B EAOF 2 a 1, H 2R — 45w T R BT
LKA T 55— D], AT AR SRR E (Pfeffer & Salancik, 1978
Alexander, 1995) . XSUHTIRAIFEAIL T, WA . P FIEERN B 55 ; WA
FEHGIR, A2 5% (Provan & Huang, 2012) . £ &7 1#0A 4+ BUIR 55
MR ATER IR L S S IE RS J, HLR) IR 55 T A0 (B A B 3R AR A
FHR. BT, 7EILFEMEERREAE T, BUN&MSIT A aENs . H
e, AREE. A3, AFMEEANE, H5T A IS B S /EPL T AT 2
AR BRYE . BRI Z 0] 2 7= A S A R, HR R W a2 & mish DL &
SR BRHE SR AT 2, LB D6 2 T I B A LA AT RE B RN, A0 AT 6 e
A PERT G (EakHk, 2011); teAh, X TEUMRIEE, 58 IR it if 52 R T
— AR AT H LA R R IR AT B, i A A 1R 0 H A T SR R
HETRACR R (EassR, 2011), oA —RIHEAWR; &5, THEIK
B IE fRE T BUR AR TT BE R AR T A S A R, (T R T R v M
RIS AR, DASCHE T2 AN (8 1 52 B A 5 A o

0, A EEFRRGRIA, B A G R R A BOE BS E TIP3 44 AT
FHGDIE - FFIELE (Seidman, 1970) Wi, “BSWITHMA” (Interagency
Coordination) J& /7y 45 #2512 R WL 45 42 Z 41 ( Philosopher’s Stone) , 1 &
BB ER TS A R S0, H 2 5 400 2 2 A0S i B 1) 6 A B B2 A A TR 21 1Y
N U4 - Bk (1998) (EBM “IGIE” HiR) (Theory of Managerial
Crafismanship) ARG fft B 1 25 38 11 00 98 ) ) 0, 2t — > EORE 18] 5 9 7 S8
o A A AT B R A RO AR A RGBS BT M, A B H A EIRE
SLEe# " (Purposive Practitioners) YA S5 g FBI i 1R I 541 i e B0 20 B A2 00 i

DO OMBARRLGEEREGE—F];, QBIEAALBRLAER I A ZRAENKF LG T
1 ORBELEFRRIMEERGFTRELLELS LT, ORMB G HSARH TR, 1253k
TAERRE; @ EFHHMEHREH TBERLFRBALE;, OEREEFERDETH T L
MG RAF T BEG Y, O A MA R ALY E 6o 4EXF A EP 2 A LT 6 &R
E, QR TAESNTHAERAFRELRE, REATLREGET FERERERYG; OR
BT HEMKE, AAGLESErA; OMBRAZABIEBERTTERGDLR, Ribd
AT AR T ik OB He kil o AL (Agranoff, 2006) .
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BeAR R, Wt “TH0ET BT R AE . HR AT MR, it RS
BHAR CJEMORET, PMEERTIRI AR, ERRR NSRS, K4S EL
Fa) 22 1) 5 U 52 48 4y ] g oo I s — ol ) i e ) ) SC AR SRR, 3 T 4
WENPE R R B A R, i A% AR R 32 LSk (Bardach, 1998)
R VR A B A S R T, RENE R AR — R SR UL I 1 A PR R R
A2 “ZEERFNEEHEI T MO, BT LEEAIEETN LN AR
Je o EAER” (Eak#k, 2011: 177) o XRMFHIRLEW ¥ £, HE
HAR . aTEfEfb. EHIAN, EHN TR HISEAE Y, (AR AR R
Py “GIE” MeUs ANATB R AR, BUN S BN BE 27 5 B T R 22 40 0 8 L
ek F1 FBE T

5, BUESERIA ( Contingency Approach to Collaboration) X B i 1] & 1
(2 R RHLH A T RS A0 . B RY o BL - 2 SE AR RSEAT R - AT (Ansell
& Gash, 2008) 9, EREGHE R SIERIEACH L&, MilE (G ERMA
fUBRIE 55288)  ( Collaborative Governance in Theory and Practice) —3CH, 38 it %}
DATE ) SCHRBFF 92 00 20 BT, BF LR S e 5 VR B i SQ B i (TNl 1 o) o oo
fFEHE 4G & (Starting Conditions ) | il B % 11 ( Institutional Design) , 455 % 2
( Facilitative Leadership) . & /i3 #2 ( Collaborative Process) . 7= ( Outcomes) X
FHAFEAS T (Broad Variables) o A58 A8 1 i A] LAIE— 25 43 fiff by N4 85 1) 48 1

R _ _
IR, X F
SAEAR, FHRIEE
L ES S A ERAHH
(| &R z+4k
1EEM 1 F R |
s K
w K A5 wsm —
x| |54% [ (BXEE AR H
#
W ) = HEZ A
N
SR R4 —
RT3t 2 g2 R
BKAAE (HT. &)

Bl WEEERR
FH kR 4351 A (Ansell & Gash, 2008: 550) .
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GIERFIMAL (Ansell & Gash, 2008) #FHH ARG 1T W RIT, 97
WRYBMELR, X TR AZRK ™A, HhaEdRERES
VERCAI R R, TR IR 25 15 i BE B DA e 91 722 1 Km0 A MR B A DTk i
A REGHEE B E S B AMRE TEE. R ML 2 5T 1 2L
KAV, RSB AE G A A R P R A O BT IR B B ) o I S8 SR R A R A A S A 2 T
AR ) B G R A AN RS R L xR i A O R A R A B 32 A ] 5 A B R Y
DI & IR RE T aER AN EARN, Hrh i 258 as
PE L BIR RO HR P CRIAT BTG AR ) o RO M . R A B LA A B Ak H
(The Use of Deadlines) ; 15 25X TG 1 B A w] A (g rp A FEAL ], b
TTRE NS S ) £ AH G & BEE P AEFp JEAS RN, Sl S A5 A A o X 330 LA B 2k 4 3L [
i GELBASREEMRM .. AELMER, BRI gl R — 1M 3, %
PR 55 A5G 2 DG TG I8 (Face — to — Face Dialogue) , [l i i 37 52 JLIA]
M5 A& #F Z 18] 19 5 A (Trust Building) , #1722 5K & 4/ K 4% 8 K i
( Commitment to the Process) , L BEATRI A V7 34l ( Share Understanding) , & )5
fHEI a7 i (Intermediate Outcomes ) , B AIT5% 8 /N & R (Small Wins) (95
TR, [ AT BT SR (Ansell & Gash, 2008) , B Yx A
YRR 2 BUR R & VR B AT . & BRAOPL AR, & SRIE

IR G AEPLE AE — E R B B AR RE AR B UG [R] 5 A, (HR B — R AL RE %
REF S T A R BRI SER R . AT e Z a4, BExE R M
i R AL RSN LA e, ek A T R 20 ML 22 i R . B H GO IR, B
A 0 S T A AR BT S AR AL A B A, X BUR )5 AR 89 B 20 B 4K B
A, XA RFATA S AT TS

M. GEFREE. SIENSISIE

SRR SIS, RIS AR AR 2tk o B W 58 1 )R IG 3k ok O 19 35
B, AEAR KR, WP A%E - B dER P 18 (Axelrod, 1984) fr oy
Privy, “IAEREE” SEURCA SRR T R, i CEAZNER BT g1 S F i
ZEREAE, ME IR S Bt b AR Bl Fp et ez, RS PR A — e
PEXOT A4 HW, — AR s R BT Y oh 2/ )45 LAf# B, 9 —
WA EBE AL, WAL, OB R PRG3R o 72U A 45 20 v S B
ZRAF A R g AH 5 3 2 R Ay s B e E S E R E 2 (Ansell &
Gash, 2008) . [Alif, i ZUIES, & 1F MR E A FBAS F RS TR 15 3R

AHITHIFIL 2014 £ 68 117



L i R

RIEUGE ; dRn, R A SO R O R A R EE A, R B AU T A
ER R, EXN SRR ATt a & (IR 2 1, 2012) 0 4Tk, DK
SRS AR P 3A

DAFE - Py 28R PR R BRI, Mol A =B BT LR
EEER L. BRI B, S1EW LITE— D IC A5 g i B A4 Al B
B, BET Il Y SR g BE 48 75 18 22 A [] 28 Y 1 SR W 2H 1800 R 58 B Ok e
Brie, T m ARG — B SRk, B RE B 1k HAB AN RS FE R SR I R A
(Axelrod, 1984), fnitbER, GEMHH . KA SRELZ 1% EFY, "L
TREFHFFSEAFTE . fEE B IIE, WAl 2 A RSP EE K HEL T, GEZA
Freemy o s Bl - I KFIERHIAR - Al (Ansell & Gash, 2008)  H AU & A i
RIS AE S oM I s B R e S ERYHE R, BONSETT i & E 4 5 he
IR T B FEAE AT, XTE— R FWORIE T A EM TRt & A AL
VRS G 1E & A& (O T B )& 1R 105 Wt 8 Sr BUR AR 1T 1 A 15
7). AT E SERE, BmEAF A S Z S EMEEMGES, Hm
X AR IUN, W U AT, SRRSO E . AN, —IREER )
RERE RIS MEAE 2R rp () R P PSR, i — 2B 0D AR UAS, X R A 1R B ROCR
HA TH

A SCHRO B A IR A I AF AE IR AN ) B o A & 307 - MRirde (Linster,
1994) @Ay XA - KK (Tullock, 1980) FHAT HAYIIRIEHIIY, K
A VE SR, DN YRS R LE S B 2 e, BIP AT o R 0 2R
ZWRAETHKFR, IFHXN AR RE (WHRLECRT 2/3), 178 FEH
A R R S SR, I8 A B VR 2 b iU I R 7 i (S RLAS d
IME) s HSZAXIRL, ZRJE - mig (Goerzen, 2007) i@ id W 58 2 & 1F 1K £F
KEWAFGE, RMBRELZSHERATRER, Hi2ERE S/FG W — ISR,
JEPR RTEEL R R T, HAMKRE L —FHLANKLR, R THANE
VER A R AR X AL 3, Rl TE R AR AT E LT, XA LC RG]
BRI, HAR RIGHEREAR, RASFEA ST, BALU EFHA
BRI R REEA R BONEB 1T, A XS BN B & 1A 8 %, 3 I8 & A T r 22 1k
F18 [ RS2 32 8 e 2 o) B 52 A 1 e

ANERFENE SRR BT, BB SAERF S, i BT IR — A G HE A
%=, Bl “wWhREPMLE]”  (The Mechanism of Conflict Resolution) o 1% % the #/1
AR PR I, B2 aEFRESELSTR P WNES S0
P, LA R . SAE R E SR —MRBE A, R R B A b R R
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TIEWHG, AW EMR A 5E WG R WS G 8 45 i o 2238
AL, A A SR RSP PSSR R H bR vh %%, XAEZ o0 BR G
TER AP AL G SCfenh s, XORTER G MEmEal et BLAY R ; Bz A &
K, PGS R R A A BRI ST R, e B B9 KLY BN 58 U 555 &
R S EMHERA LT, REZRE A T RE L AR R MR SHE BRI,
ZRGEE BB TR EN A CTEM S PR 6, 8K A AR AL 9 221 5
EH S R, O EAEA D RS B0, AR, B 2 Y BRL
e R, A EEOE MR R S AR AR E A O, LA RE R RS &
(Provan & Lemaire, 2012) . XFHuJ5 BUMARUE, 2478 5 A VRl R & 2 20
H TS 28 H B, LAGEZRAF A DL A9 X Wi 4 ( Gerber & Gibson, 2005), &
]t BT >4 A il X B ) 4 v 2

A AL AEAS 5T b o — A e, BB S A AR, AT
W2 R BEORRE . R - BRI (1990) 7E (AILHEYRREZE) —
A5 ek 28 St 3 Y A 5 2 [ B AR 200 R Y UL AR o R R AR L R AN A Ak
M B A BE B B 2 M B HE SR, X R X A AR RS A AR B . HAOR UL, A
BOE S EEWAFT N (Davis & Eisenhardt, 2011), 73 Z il 4 1) 1557 LL LA 2L
M st (RIRED M, 2012) XM EMEREREE. RIS (1990) /1
wikrh, ALEy s R {E P R )RR L R 1) = A 5 i 2% 3 1t I B U
FIRP A A MR, AR DI 4 TR REL, S ST A A R — e R O A A R BT o RE
P25 R AL 5 S0 ET o6 ] B 5T R A D il ke ml A Pk R R O %6, R
I AESTHLE] 5 WAESh SR B OO R, AR MR SO R o A S A AL Y o A
e, BUTRR 2 IR Bl G R B, B kR AR B B o AR A AT
RE 252 B A 7 FI & A R B A T 0 G R () R B Bk T 3 A
MR EYE) " (BT P I, 2012: 113) o AESR0R, (H1E 4 9 551
R, R R — RO B SR IXRE ok, AT 4R T 1 A REER
i (OToole, 2000) , & 152k 1k 4 A1 78 1 1) il BE PRt Bt

Zibprd, AIFERE P B, ERIFAEREKZE G HLH
FAR IR oP RS A AE RO A AL, U AR R Y il 5 S DR AL A AR E 1Y
i B BETT B R b, EEAT ISR AU A MR SC R AR M RFLE Y o i AR A £ SR B
JRF )5 A R A

. BFEAENREHARTESIE
FAT g 1k, FRATTXE 2 A SCHR S T B[] A VR 09 AL G A8 S . BEAE [ 21 &
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VEWTFEA B, 4R — 283 H Fiy y 1k 38 BA7 15 B AR 4 i B Y ) el

WREVEAE, B AR 9 98 A A 5 — i, PR ol a5 1 Al s B AR
D FETCE M s, AR S AL E (Jing & Savas, 2009) ;5 4 = fi
DI ZR R R B A UL HUME R R R RE ), 0 SROME B AN K JS B (Donahue,
2006 ; Kapucu et al. , 2009 ; Koliba et al. , 2011) FlA I [A] 8 ( Busenberg,
1999; Lubell, 2004; Belefski, 2006; Richie et al. , 2012) 4, {H LFHEEH A MW
P, SERAEIS, B, SIET N REZE A —ERRE ) L HUE B R,
B AT RETE P AR R AT (Reuer & Arifio, 2007) 5 Hk, BMES/ERID 7, WAIAE
7 A T 8 B 5 A 0 A5 R 3 A AT BB A PR T ) A A, X R A G A 2 [R] A Y
VRIS AR LA 2 52 o ML B9 & 728 i — B R 25 5 3%, A2 e 2465 L
(Pedersen, 2002); ffa, NEZAMIIGVEIT A, #ATRE™ A S BRI R) R LA
P A B A B AR L2 3 L4708 (Ahuja, 2000; Thomson & Perry, 2006;
Scholz et al. , 2008) , XICEEEX GERARKIBEE . BTk, TEOFEBUN E G 1F R
)i, W8 R R = AR, RS AR R IR RO .

o, SRR —EHFE —XNTFE—REE S RELEN T E (Provan &
Kenis, 2008), SEMEREVELE T S/ R KBS, MEFEORErE; ma
YRR RAEPETE T 5 15 56 T4 55 Ui 2 05 e £ 2 4F £, DIORIESE R,
X —F J& G0l Al PRk A T i — P LR A R B S IE . TR, A E
BEAFET A EWORE R R 55, 58— B R 55 &, 24K e e
AR IE A S A DR ISE LA B BT RE B BT i 5 R 0. X 2 th T S AE EARA B
B EEVRBENAR, TERBEERZ, S1F F WP 2815 K5 )
RN ERA—B SRFFIBEM, MRANAERGE (B2
G XA Gy ) RYREA TS o dw EE A S &S A AR 7R ] E BT R 3 A7
P45, BNBUR S AF ZRE BUS 7E S A B b 5 HA S AF B p & BE AL, &
K AT REAS AT B A2 . BHZ AW, R EBIEMAKRZIR .

Bl B RS AEDF ST, HGE =B m 8. —2& 5FHR 8 BT
TRSGHMNERE . g 5 BUN I E A BT o 8 SR BUR AL 1 RS R &
BFZ A PR ) R 28 AR BREE Y, XAEMTE R R R BT BRI R —HPIOK
SEBUR R R R HEA, A AL S5 M TAE /N HE, (AREIMEY X
UM SRR L, I8 2 B2 14 7 B8 15 4k 28 K 45 OO # 2 R s, 8, 78
f/NRREE B, BHZAE B S VR VG B0 P G R A R G, A0 el bR IR X A R OC &R
P& AR UM A 5C R 5T T 5 . TR BRI SR PTG R £ ootk FR A 5T
TR R BB E, TR E A A A OB R B S, A E AR EIR R
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S DA S BORFAE S B B 7 SRR BB B (£ 7553, 2009) . BER—1HAEF
AR IR BLEIE A ST R K - AR IR G B LS 1 N AE I
BEMERE g DURP IMEE . BRSSO E . P B E . NS R
WEVER T B AR THE S BRI T (Jessop, 1999) o S AEAUAUZ IR BB 19—
SO T SV AIRL:Y s @ [ R (AR e B LB i g i S T s S L RS o
F PR IR] A K b GOBUR ()47 78 H OB LRSS 47 0, A fESE 3R BT T
SRR EARLEM T PR . fEX —TJ7 i, A FHRITIE, ik
Qi 2 B 1 i e 4 TR T8 1) # BE 05 1% iUt X 18] 5 4, U B R B S BEHIL ) A
Al (Lee etal., 2012), faj SR U3 i b 19 ORISR A, i 5 5 O B 19 4
NTHBEERLYE, CESSIFERERE AR RERTARFLENGE,
AELX T HA T T 14 B S 38 5 20— AP R4 o T LR T IR T W RE T U [R] B 5
HAMERRGETEAURE T WBOFE G ES T R REA MR ER, BAK
AIBIEFE 5 18]

VAN I%‘z:é':

TG, ARSGHE S EE AR B R R 51 BUR [ R R 2 2
P, HBEMZ I BUM B 5 M 0 25 S LM . ER T ARG, thay, 4y
N & B BURE IR 2w B A RO I B BCR, BFSE E
B R A Wr B ( Negotiation ) | 1 € 45 Bl ( Conflict Management ) . 24 %y 4b B
( Dispute Processes) . i f#y ( Conflict Resolution) ( Bingham & O’Leary, 2006 ) ,
TEAIATH, IVRBI SRR —2, W T EERIR® At
TBUE A AT RE AR, B | i R SRS, X2 ZE R 2 W] B
o MFRGIERSR, BRMNFARGUR., R Z B G ESLERITG, X TAH
AT B4R A K e B OC E EE

Hk, BIER (OToole, 2006) ML THU:E | A3 B BN E X
FERIZIA T, HSCHl & MR A 3R] . AAAERTT . NGOs J5 2= A AN & VE LI
Mg, SYEGBE SRR A AT HUE KRR B A, BF ST A A R A A
HIBWMIRARZ , MR IR . ARk HEw B (oA
W RS B . SRR B IR SE A [R] BSOS R AY AT SRR S R,
TEAIATHA S L G AE, RETBUN R A E, A Al ki st 35 245 B H 27
PSR BIE AT 2, JE MR O S /) S AEEE o M R . M AESEER B, B
VERY LI A H 25, EARIE RN QR B VR B HR R 5 35, AR ZEX BE SR AT
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e, AT R JL A T RO, DUITE R — A A7 B
FHFEA IR G 1. OIRSETT A AR A SSUERF 5T, HE I 4R ok 22 3L 55 it
Za 1) PPP AR U I DA KBS i A, TR O BEAE BV A 5 TR 2 8 B S R
PR, R 2T Al S A B e TR m ok, f5 48 T, olk, 4
B I, QFE AT IS B A R, R A RE s A A Py, S R
R0 PRI O, R R TE R R RS BN S E R R O B A RS 1
WAL, AW BT ZRADH: a WATHEAR 5 1 A7 16 09 6 300 2R 306 A 30
FEPER T &7 b BURF ]G 1 0977 2R A WP SE b 255 1F 7 SUAT MRS 58 03 25 457 B
I A A O B A, A A

Aneg e o R SR DS BUR RS R R Y Gl = AR R, B ) A A S
BRANBE T EEAR T T VU7 Ak [ 58, TRl A A 22 5 s S B0 i A
A, A AR AT I R O B 2 i AL ] A Bk R X Y O 2R I 1 o 2D K 8 AR R T K
Il A A7 B Bk, i oA T 3 BHLSCR o N, R A A sl sk dn
L XA R A, S R Al BT SR LR
HR P 3 BT (] G A5 1) S5 BRORS MR 8 58 o OR8] & A 19 W 9838 K g, (L3R
AR R BR T2 2], B o 2L R 25 45 o [ 09 52 b B8 BUR 18] & AR RS B9, IF N
figp B T )AL BRSSO 992 A 2 BT RERT o A B SCAT LA g SR R R I
— AT G AR AR BUR SRR TS 0, Sr R R, RO

Zi b, BUNRGEMOIIE C RS =20, SRRy g, W TR
HZ e, s 17X — SOl AR AR . HIEWRATTHE R IRAE, 78Rk
K i LA A R PR AT A BEAS SO IRV A IS A B T AT
IRAE I P i O 2 A FIBIE 5 PP o S e i 07 . FRATTAR A, o SR A 3L AT B s
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