3 i A TR

gl v R [E AL 2 H S BON O &

EXE"

[BE] AT PERBEGH LT B RBOSIRE, BRI ARG LF F A
WP EARLCUEBREBR XA AT REMNF RS, T 2HR T e TEMEE
AR AR AL L R AT X, MG TSRt ekl £

o )

U BRI, AR TR R KR 5K S A A 8
AN, BRI X, MENSIHEPEASMRE BT AR
BRIEATTRE AR, FAREAMZ L, BEPEARMEREBUFX ZAEX 0
WA e, HEATERGNIT b B EREATHMEERG AL, ARLFTER
L 25 A B 0 5 47 3 B 5 2 89 B AN A
[(@iA] vB #HLo4Mp BUF ZibX
[ X#k#RIREB] A

[FESHES] 912.2
[XZE%HES] 1674 -2486 (2012) 02 -0145 - 18

1t 220 ARk, hEAMER M SHAARERN, IFEA SR H i T

HA B ZMME, M T P05 (Salamon, 1994) Friffy " eER&GHE A" AOE

x JEXE, LHEFHPRARSFHEBIR, T, BHELFFANENL,
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& 32 4 ik F
BRI (Wang & He, 2004) . rhEAESSALURTEF R, WE] TN EH
T2 0T, X TE R AR B2 B2 B Dy ] a3k Ao =l S I R il A 2 A AL 0 A5 Bt
(Hsu, 2008) , 1949 4ELITT, o k2o A R A 4k 2 S AR 1Y =2 4% 8 % R 2 4RI
BUN 2850 R4 19 {20 DO AR RE S B e b E A b, v [ i B0 T — s
HATHARE B S 4040, (H R B h 2 4 UMK BEAT A4 o A 45 1) (i PR AR AR
I HLAE 20 22 50 AEARLUG £ 80 ARARLIHT LT 58 20 2% o 1E 2 PRy v [ A e 14 1
B SCRBUAPEE, 1 NAMAAR T IE 20 A48kt AL 2 S 2R 77 A4 T R
AIBIFFE 4R, IFIT R 5L T A [a] 10 BRI L A oK S B AR AR b AL S
BN OZ AR FR o MERETT R , WA F3 % T o B AR 2 41805 BUR E R I BFSE,
FEIE R 1 R T AR B BUA B A R4t 2 (Civil Society ) 5 R E LB
( Privatization Perspective) %3 i #5550, 0 ] T~ BX A & F 238 BUR 19 35 H 3 X
( Corporatism) S5Z1Z1¥LEF ( Organizational Perspective) [UFRISHIZ, LI K i [q] T3
PREEBERGR 1 2 J0 R0 (Multi-Models) 54326451 ( Graduated Controls) ) B
WA, A SR IS8 S B R, X 9 AMA DG b A S VS BUR E R I
WFFESCHR, AE— O R G BERIIEIL

=, ENEZE. ARUESERENEH

ARAE 2 (Civil Society) U #iF i RAb 2, & — WA W8,
CERE XA, DBCTARMERCA ROBE T (B R, 2003 175) o A[H
ARSI IR 2 32 tH AN R A 2 AL 2 Be, EABRA MBS SCRCR E, e E AL 2

LHHTRARBIEF, BRI R A b 2o XA R g,

O AXFAReyE5ALEEATELY B, A—AMEABRIRRZRLALY KRBT M
A (state), FHEBFEREHLLZEMTY “BE” #MAd, AXARRLIRE T, FEILRA
WIER A EANE RGHE, RERAT “BAT 5 “BRT Himd,
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VSR T DB WA 2k 25 44 SR e 7 4E K ((Alexis de Tocqueville ) , 5 i Y 72 #1:
S GRS TBUM B H =P A7 R 5t DL K+ 25 22U 20 BUR AU B R =4 A

20 tH2e 90 AW, ARERIAS A KA LU, S — 22 8\ oy ZR W3k 7 3
SCECAR TR TG B AR T B0 1 38 G dE e 2 BT Pi ik A Rt &, IERLZ sk
RIESE R E I, IR E R FHER (Gold, 1990; Strand, 1990;
Wakeman, 1993) , Xfitt, A& 4G, BORBZ 18 Hb 23 X5 20 42 80 4£407E
W E DGR ECE T I A RAE ST AR T AFE R, I B T A X o
REMAWEEICR LI HE (Saich, 1994), SR, kL FIHPE ) A £ o0
F XA RS T EU SR N7, IRZZM T A RS SR
RO I VG 7 BRI SE, 1T R TR A BRSO AR A% e 4R X 3 P O 1 B0A SC Ak fg
. fEhEEE S, CARMST WBESERA BRI T H s A IR 4 A EUA
£ (A, 2003), [A) IO AR XETE b B % 30 RAL S XS EUN i 2 5 il 4. i
e, JeZiia Al 2ot 3 Lo Rt 2 B AE 22 R B 58 vh E AL S 2H VS BUR R 1Y
L TR RAL 2 B RE SRR AR R e SUE A

FF (White et al. , 1996) HU/0 RoAE S & A A EE A B9 )2 10T, 7R R AE
AT A RASMBGE Z A A Rt 2 fEARNBUA 2T 0 2 RAE S8 ETE+
FELAF 5 v 00 3 PP Jm PR A [ At 2% a0l P Ak 25 2 T 9 2 R AL S W& R F 5 b
HAHASBUFZ IR

“iBitfE AR E@HARALSE L, TAHELE T EFE—ARKGFLE

MK WAL AL, REE— AR AAARE L0 2 £, 2R T AR R HA
RALR W MR IE - AT A LW ER A B A § HOR T A RARXT T BT B % Fo o
% .” (White et al. , 1996 5, 208 —209)

WAL, A b E A2 2H 5 BURM OC R I Re R, dIT 46 30— S A 19 23 R
FEOHEEEAR A RAL S S A2 A, A RAEZ: (Semi-Civil Society) 5&¥H “ rh[E
HIRH s TRAGE S FEAE S A RS Z ARy hE A " (He, 1997: 8),
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& 32 4 ik F

[ RGN A2 (State-led Civil Society) 54T 22 AU ST BU, T TE 4
NRERE RIS & E R S5 4 Z BBk (Frolic, 1997 20 -
46) . MLt “PARMS” ©R “ERGFHNA RS, F5 A EA
A2 A HE e 4 R 2 A& SR AR ) A B 0 FU .

A 270 3 30 Rkt 2 B0e B U b B RS b AT, 2 30244000 Al
(Neo-liberalism) BRI VR ZIFZ 0 . H7 A B £ IS, BRI Wi i &
AT R B T BUR AT B0ET S, DT 3 3 BR A BORF A 7, 4 /N U 38 A 1
A —Fh NBURF . KRALS” MR, AR ENERR, a8 E
BAEH EEARIAEW AT . — 2 Ak 2 20 GURT DL/ O 78+ 23 4 1 45088 1Y B
P A, 05 IR S 28T R D) R 2 0 i RS AT B — 25 AKE 23 A A 40 I Y
% (Hulme & Edwards, 1997); —Jifk 241 21nT LUBKACAILH 214 1R 28 Bk 3L [H]
LYRBNAT ] o XTI, —2650 A B 32 SCRTHETT & 4 T H A L) 0% 09 BRSO BT
( Privatization Perspective) (FLEHI, X PSRN, fEAh S 4181048 M i
FErb, BURHEHA B AR A0 B AR B 58 B W il 1k 4 1T Ak 2121, i Sk 4
AR T ORI Z AL AR A D e, S A T U BOR B 2 B T AHT
BRI A 3R 55 o (HIE, sl AR TEUN, ENfTRREE . LS
UK, RARAT g BUA o B bt S H GO A 57, MR AW SR L 17X N
HARPE A IR 55 19 EAR R DAL AALA] (Wood, 1997), Wik, it 2HLW
H 262408, F5T BT UA VR 2 v [ B8 A M i — 3 43, BORE — i R 1L 1 i)
TRIZE T A R TR AE i T TR i FE e 4i /R U R 32 (Li & Ong, 2008),

HHZooE ARSI, 8H A S0 60E & BUN A E IR E B
MG, PRI AT RE S L RBUM ALY, BEBUR LR 55— D Tt A Al
B4 PR Ak S LB A AT BURF IR Y, AT 4 /NBURF AT S . 5 2 M1,
FAHEA O (1 B S DL 35 WAk 7 O 26 % AR A Ak S 4L th il R
ARSI R, M7 BUR N AE SO 8 R R U2 R, H oy

aod
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B OV A B 2 0 ) M O R 9 A8 AT Ok i AR 2 8 R IR 95 (Rankin,
1993; Smith, 1998) . [FIRT, XA RS E LR A9 BB RE 0, B IA o kh 2 210 2%
L, R ER 23 B R P R S 55 R A T 0 SRR T R, AR I RCE AR IE T g S —Fh
WG BE Ak 1 BUR X A1 2 BP0, SCRE I A0 BURF BAS R 5T AE: B A ROR WS . U —J7 T
A L3 A P ) R A R RS R B A £ 8, S BRAR AU, B A
il FE 2 AU RE A0 7 A, FE TS B AL 23 9 4 5 53— 7 T nl LA 5 0 ik
FEARTE $ A TH % T W 2K 2 Sy it 0z 55 00 0 SO BRIB A 2, AT 3k 3810 ik 20 B
A M 54T ) B B9 ( Anagnost, 2004; 2008; Harvey, 2005; Yan, 2003),
b, eGSR R M R, BN IRAUIRLEAR N %8 T2 IR IE AL
BB Sl — Rl DR T 28 il 4 28 387 A R 55

JUEAE T E A R B 2 56 R S R RCE LB A BB AUA (Li & Ong,
2008) , HEH5AMZIFE LA RS —H, BB SHN SEFZ
] AR A 6 A% SR, AL U7 AN A7 AR R AR5 VR OB G 2 AT RE, X R R 5%
e 1SR E B AR BRE . IR B i 200 A IR S R B U 2
SR B RAL S BUS BU Z MAUDJR R “UReR eSS RF MG, B4, HA
) 40 1 BB A B B A DU B 22 58 9 B9 J2 Ak 2 4 25 U Z 18] A RE JZ T A9
CORPEFGR” BFFITEIE o KIS ik RO U A RS RUA , IR S 4 SR RO Y
Z i FH LM IR, IABUG AL IR 2 H0R , 24 4R X RE — P HiGR s 2 BOUMN 80
MAZe SR, SZMARE, P EFZSOUR, HnEE . 5. B REs
Gk, H AR RK A SHLUE AL H a3 1IN AY BOF 8 A 2% 25Tk 0F Ry, e
L2 L AU B A 47378 — B Lk BOR IR S0 57 LR BT A9 AR 8, A B 7 A
TAHR AR (Hsu, 2010) . i, Joigs A 200 3 A Rtk L is 2
HATHA R 1 RS B e R, fEf b A 2 AV S BUR E R L ARfE e
W] AP R IR 05, o el AR 22~ 38 T T o R LA A AR Ay B AR
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& 124k

=, BREE: ZEAENSHRNEF

TR ALK, o B 0 R 2 0 R A AR U, R R S A AR
Wir B RRE, ORI T R S E A2 MBI A (BREEX . R, 2003; FAL
F, 2005; BT, 2008), Fh24 LG BG4 A B A RS IE AR
R, TEie R AR R 2 6 2 TR 7 T () B R R R (I B PO R, T
Wil X (Corporatism) FIZHZUMLEF ( Organizational Perspective) 1 4 £ 1t 1 11
N Eiwr s pvs W NEOE L

Wl 42 X ( Corporatism ) i 81 20 & 20 22 70 45 1% 28 i P Jy 2% % 37 % 4%
(Philippe C. Schmitter) REUBESE K19, Hi% 45 (Schmitter, 1974, 93 —94) 4
W X A R R R

B AR AR ARG, AR B —ARBAR, E—i, L
Sty AN RAEIAR R o SRR B, S 0 R AR E R RN
HIAT (e RAAEGE T 5 605), AT A SRR b0 60K 2

fi; AR, eMNEFHLEE, FREAZFARIFFTHLINB L -8,

At Al L, 3k AT 3 S5 i R AR 22 22U BUR 22 W) AR Y I R TR, DL
T REMEZH ORI 45 A0SR B9 28 W M M (57 A0 55 2 A BF BE B9 BOR BT I i 4 1, R = A
((ENSE A B % Rk RS 5 o MBTE Y 3 /AT 8

XtFJE BEARRUT EAE S H R G EUF Z B R, kA E SGE & BimE Tl
e TR REIRBE T, A A L 5y — o7 UL SR [ SR e —
o RS Evd, HAEBIRIRIEA RS, MRERZHEE., BREME
B H AR A J8 ™ (5K, 2005: 163 -164) %X (Jonathan Unger) FIBR{n4E
(Anita Chan) SRERR I AL A 3 OGS R AR B 5 [ AL 22 21 05 BOR ¢ R A 2
Ho MATHT TIEW XA IA AR — & A R s i, fE X
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dofTHEMP A AL BRERKLE 4L @

BE—Fh2 AL 20 4T X 20 2B % I S S % BORE £ B, O FLBURE RS RE 3 A 4
FH AL Z I R PR T RS F S E R A, AR R AL,
IR F BN A SRS A Ay o X PR A 32 SRR SR R R AR A
IS AR, NI X 5 F 278 32 SOF 25 PR 41 SUREE 1Y 43 2458 4 R h SRR 1iE o At
AR I 5 A = SO T i B 3 AR i A b B A 23 181 5 BURF 2 1) 19 56 R 2 4E T 1L
BRS04 R  (Unger & Chan, 1995)

FZ/R#% (Pearson, 1994) [RIFEIN A [ 52 3k A1 S AT LAAR G A 108 24 17 v [ 4
SHLGBUNZ M SR, Akt b E 4k 2 32 CBORUY — 08U — T K 45
R I) 3 — (A 3 SO [ R A6, e i AR R N R T A S 8%
EA AL, R e 2 G 0 e A ey, PRI Ak Sk A

T R IR P E B E L E S iR (Dickson, 2000—2001)

S TP E A 2 25 U G AR BOYE T 32 SCES R JE P DL R SRS T M 3 X — b
LA E T EE . BN —FPBOEE Y (Party Adaptation) BYFIE, KK

VE D9 PRBUSE ) A AL 75 Sy 1 3 7 R 22 B RO i R B L R A e A, A B
AR T A 2 B BOA SN, RIS P B AR 55 1 1 T BRI 3 AL R St
XA 2 PR, TR R I A U AT A 0 A 2 e LA R T [ 5 R s i AL SR
FOE R A 2 B B A R A, DA 4 iR A T T R A RE T o KA ik
SEARMIULAL, P AR S U AR [ K ULk ] 32 SO XS ki@ r H U R
T g A e 1Y

WL E AT OSSR R, B R TR BE AU E
SEON Z A& 0 —1, H2%ERE R T M S s atr, sk
— PSRRI B 25, M TS H A S EON Z B SRR Eshid R, JCHE
R ZE M £ R “ER LT RS ORI T A A G A A AT 3 . 1E
NFEE (Saich, 2000) Framillfy, 2pl £ Ry EIE R BOR R IF sl R T F A
LR R A A R A B REAE, (R AR AR S A R R R, S bAE
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& 32 A F
AN F VT AR S H AT A e, Mk A EZER R AFNER, IR
AR AR M SUR KA R 25 o SR, YR 1 32 SOFE S — R 25 £ 38 R GE 10 45
WL, A EEIIR Y 5T R, AR b IS A8 AP A — B
JEHI RS . XSt , fRIEE (Foster, 2002) fili, 745w, EM 3 XA
MRS, REBEREHSHGURA BIEARRALUL A MR &5, MHE 2K
SR BUN YA 45 o

T, e R A A 3 A R R D7 %, s T4 SV B
( Organizational Perspective) S EAt AL S BUN Z MM K R, ALEAEFH,
TEAESE T PR MRAIHEIE  (Resource Dependence Theory) , i i B¢ T AL BUE A7 1Y
PeSEVENE T, i 6] DA — T i 5AR EL AR A B A Ol B A 2 1 15 BOR Z 18] B
VERFR o GEIRMRI IR (4 FEAS IR B AT AT ZH SURR TC 1 2B 7 A B BT s 22 B i A 1
fY, DRI 2 55 AR B 5T v A 408 i 75 R A A 4 () AR R RO YOG R
[F] B, T F B IR AR S R T R R 4 e S . SR RE AR AR
(Hall & Tolbert, 1991: 278) ik, HLUEZIMERIEHI LMY, AL 2H LA AT
SEAMST, PRZH SURY S5 48 B FLIE 20 )y X5 1 3 45 SRR 0 & T A U R ik T
T ABE R R LA . 800 T AE R AR, A1 W, A R
BRI, X SE TR AR A T I T A AR L 2L, Bl i T 2 2R (R] B PR
I KRR MG X TAESANSBUFZ MR, —&75 530, Tt
SR GBURRAE HER T X5 BT ) — e R, R g T R B
FEAMAOCFR, I X007 Z [ A B pk & AR 4R Bt 7 Al B (Saidel, 1991; Salamon,

o>
[aYey
ot

M
/|

1995; Cho & Gillespie, 2006) .

WA H SV Y BE RUA, b [ Ak 2 2 40 3 2 50 1 2 T 7 % 10 1Y) R 8 4
), LR T 4ERF 2L S AR A7 LA SO AT E 58 36 i il 55 T AL AU Bh 8 M2 2
ENARGHSR A VRN, A 5O BUR J= W T B, 20 2 35 i o
R, HIBUBA B, SR R, A HAE A A B VAR RO U ek
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LA KB k% (Hannan, 1988 ; Galaskiewicz & Bielefeld, 1998; Hagar et al.
2004) . PEMNESHLSUER M4 A LA, EATh T 6898 SR FREL A TR
BRI IR 95 FA LU A, SR 2R A5 BRAT B2 PR BT AR I8 B (9 AT 20 e o
1 EEOF B A SR “SRIBUNT JEAS, A SRR AT RE 77 A/ s BR i Ak 23 2H 214K
WA A S T BUR YA PGS IR, T st v [ R 38 17 DA 9 4 25 1 4042 3 L A7
AR, WP EHI S S HA N AN, Wik, X T EsSHAm S, BRS
B Z B RAEFICHR, RS BUNZ B B G AE, 2 HARBOR JHE N . 4 R4
SUEAMHEE R (Hsu, 20105 SRR, 35, 2008; L4445, 2009), [A
W, EALVEF R R R, T E M BUR P AR AE S — R H UL XA 7E 1
N T Y F H A R B R AR SR BT R AR, JF BSR4 A E
IR T BT I IR Z rh o T Ak 25 A 2L 18 AT DL 6 BORT AILAS) 2R 5 58 1L
N ARG EMERENLR TR, TR BUN AL 2 T 54 S H A @ MBS 1Y
KF, A ] H b At 2 2H 20t i 18 9 45 (Hsu, 20105 HEL, 2004)
MBEA BT SCHRR B, 2 200 B e A = o o 0 b B A s H L S BUR 2
[F1) 5 7 T A AR AR 1T A A TR AR5 4 G 28, i D o L P [ A 2 215 U 2 1)
GRS TR . (B2, X R Ee R A b E A T ] B DR AR
DU PGS D7 18 A BB pE . — 2 R A S A 2k R 5 BUR Z 18] e B4 ¢
Fo MFL L, PEMHSHATE R G Mo, HASH, B EREL LAt
S5 2 = B 2 FEAL R r BRAR Y (Ma, 2002) , S5 BUN&/EIFAE 2 B A 2 H 4
PR S AR A B AT SR (fTHE RS 55, 2009) o A THE b E A S H B AE
S — AU T FE VR AL 107 10 JC R B A0 A LS AR TR b, Y v 4R A
FhosHAU S Ty AV EW, 2N B2 s SR )20, 1]
SRR PG 7 128 4 SCARRS - (RRIGEOG, 2011 36) , [AIIF, 172 [ A +E 25 20 2o i

D TR AR RS 03 EX B E A dk EX B E, SRR E . A . EiRHASEHR
B T BRI RS,

AHTHIFIL 2012 £F 48 153



& 2Rk F
SEAE R R UM ST B R A LAY, RN G BT AR T B% B A PR, sl X R — AR
B 2 s p A Rat & & 8 (Chan, 2010)

m, BEEEH: SRS EET

BT REA O SCRR A FLEE, JCIg R Wi T2 MR BSR4 Rt 2 5 R
EOEF R BE RIS, IR SR ) T IR AR S 1 BRI BOA Y 12 ] 3 S A S B B e
R, LTI AT LA 3 S 4 UL A A 2R B MR A0, R ok A — e O 2 AR AN
BBy TS UeREy, X st e R AR R AR BB R R, AR LA A4
Gl M, ExbE AR ELSHASEUF R, SR
FE— T Z2 B A L 2 AR 5P A 2 ) gt R R 1 2

X, SRS B A TT AR — R P AR G SUR 2 A
SIRPERY, AFPEBAIAL T A [k B BE R A2 2, fE 5 BUR Z B 19 ¢ & LR
ARERAAEE R 2R, AEFiRm . “ChERSEII NN EREE R, X
AT AT S UG Z B B 22 5, Aol ] 5 B 2 8] o] LUF 51 2 Fh 5 30 A0,
AT ERMRAHS, BUF, A BT REHNZ RO EREHN” (5
HE, 2008: 199) “RAREZEARBICHABIBIFE , BT R H SRS P A
B A 2 AU IR0 42 tedn, {528 A i 20 3 LA Rekh 2 e AUy
WETEH, I TSR A R & 55" S 008 20 UL BRI m 9 AR 2

GUWEBEFEX G s iR 28 ik M1 32 OB R P e 3, ) B Pk dey & T
ST E IS AR IR R g U, i3 M B IR B A A0k
b AL 2 VS B OC R BB FE SCHK, RMIE Ho Ak T —Fh R AR L B B, ik
EAPER IR o XTI, A EIBRMARZ N AR CEARE” (Baum &
Shevchenko, 1999. 333 —334, 346), T /&, —sE i {KBBIXE —F “HA

BIRT W R AR IE, W BT T R R B e BUR ) 2 on S (Muld-
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defTFMT B REKAELE LS

Models) F1432#:#H] ( Graduated Controls) AYFRIBHIR

Z e (Multi-Models) AN JF B 3 AR B b 4L 2 40 205 BUR 2 18] 1 6 R
SOy 2R, AT Al B 0 BRI AR 2R N RE AR Sy S A E R X AT AR Y
BR. b, ZIeBERE M T 456 I8 H 2 Fh e A 2k d 0 [ A e 414
BUFZ B KFR . T (Ding, 1998) $§i, X T hEASHLHSHFZRMER,
Hhaha g R T ORE Y AT A, (FJR 3 4 43 BT ASE 2T Jmy B R B 11 4> S8 F 92
FEIRE IR #E 2y H 2R o PRUHAS 2 DAKESS v [ 4k 2 41 40 5 BUR G &R 3R AR RRAE
ik, MFrh EAE S AN S BT Z R, REEEH — A0 — a0k 7 L
F R, IR A0 20 gt 3 PR M () I N R A 5k T USRI, A, AR
FHEZ R L (State Corporatism) | #1231 H] 32 X (Societal Corporatism) 2\ [&
#:45 (Civil Society) FI#h 77 ¥ 32 L (Local Corporatism) DU FhAs X () 2H & K i B
FEMSHNA S BT Z KR, 4 (Ru, 2004) 7EHME LA Agscrhded, b
[l 4 2 UG BURF Z IR 1 6 RAFAE R — D —J0 £ LB 200 £ Mgk, XM
— P Sk B R R AR O RIE A B A R, IR B E R B E X (State
Corporatism) , ML 44 % M1 = X (Agency Corporatism ) | £ 23 35 Hl 3= 30 ( Societal
Corporatism) . [ IR AN R HE4 (Self-Censored Civil Society) Fil%f 47 P 2 R 4 2>
( Confrontational Civil Society) , Ak (2010) -t [l Bl FH 2 P 32 A2 R A4 3x
PR AL AR, X e R [R] 2 A (0 4 23 20 205 BUR Z [ 9 5C R AT L5, wF
FER I EAR ] AL S 44U BUM T8 ORI 1 DG R A, XA OSCRIFA & —
1, MATRER R MR ; Fns, o E S 405 BUN Z [0 1 5.3 6 R IFA
S IR FIE E AR, W — SRR, A TR R,

ERZIEIEE, R T YR E RS 41405 BUR 5 R 1 E VR sl 1k,
AR IR AR RRIE VG 7 A B HE AL, o R vk P 3 SORIAS R4 23 11 3 30 HE 42
SUAR T2 74 =B R % 7 P o sl 2B AR 2 8 i R — ol L 45 A 1) 5 o AR
SR FAA B ER, JHTH— RV A T 75 7 (9 98 4 Wk & B &
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& 32 A F

FRPER P E AL, XS B ARy, R R ISR RS IE
ST, RGO A (2008) K RBEE )y R IS HESE, X rh AL 4215
BN Z B R FATEA THEEEMN “BMEmE”, I T "0k EH”
(Graduated Controls) HYPEIERLE, I35 il A U3 T ) 22 Ff e B 4 2 41 2 i) S 70 3
, WIREIMESAS . RIS AU E At S A4, W BUN N T H &
AR5, AR 2 AL ZUR PR RE 7 A0 32 Bt A 28 S 12 55 XA [ (9 4 22 4 S 3R BUA [
SR, HARA PR RIS “ BURERIFE ST o e e, BUi Rir s
REAAMRMZHEA S, RPN SHLFE, AR RFENTMST FBUET,
EARARVFENPRRBUNF IR R, BOM WA R HR] 2% o 2 HZUR R 3
Mo WRE Sy, MEHEHE “fmistabol” AYZhae. HEERE, AR A MRS 7§
FIEARAT B R, AHSRAE 32 OBk 7 O R 32 BIAR A PR B PR 78 B 8 6 25~ 4% Jr 2
AR TR R e Al 2 b, A H BRI R (Chan, 2010) R4 BUN X #E 2>
LR S5 PR . 9% A R R RIRIASE A /N = A 4k B 1) R ) i g s i R B, 4R T —
AT R E AL R A (R 1)

x1 BFRERHSXEERESX

R AR W G- R To kR HAZ K]

®E  RFLH BUR/ B AR LR AR o6 R A A2 4R
PE O RBRERBBE/IBEFLS L/ I Aeds AAALML/BRBALSMSR
BE RS/ FHRALSE HIiFAAmg/ Bobhesst ARRALML/FRA

#FH# &K Chan, K. (2010),

Ay A BRI T VG Jr AR E A RN B A U o AL S 2 BUR E &R
MRS, WA T BIER (2011) FRiER) ““AARIE 2 £ 7 M “Hi R R
Bl (e B A O, X T IRATEE AR LS b AR P A S S BUR Z B R B

D SFERFIBE “FRER ARG, BRAGLIHIBAEPTERL LGER,; @G
8 “HREESLIE” NRAMZEHF “RMER” 8 EE X, BARTARLIEER
( “AEBEREERX —SFPETRALHIRAELEXGHEN) —X, & (FHXFLL
FEFEFIR), 2011 F5 2 4,
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dofTHEMP A AL BRERKLE 4L @

AEERME SR, 70 JEF A A 5 i 3 v [ 2 4 LA 22 B AR 6 TR A S T
PERHIEBI R, SR T XFBURF Bk —H” AROfR S AL B AR, 48 " ok
[ BUM X R U R B br. F5E B, BUNTRA B AR — i 58—, T2
— A HGW AT 3h & P i &8 (Migdal, 19945 Foster, 2001), Az
BB | AN R] B BRORT  1T L B AN [R] B8 AR B B3 A b B S A 2 AL Z Rl e &R
Bl fE 2 RIBGER AR 77 o A2 B ILX R — R Gl iR o 1 A Ak i AU
FE X (Fragmented Authoritatianism) , 7EXFh “ BT ALEIBUR TS RFR W, Hhes
L EUNT BE SIS R B BT R 11T X AR BORF R T3 I 7 (Mertha, 2008) o 43
e fy SALBR AR, IR TR BEXS op [ A 2 41 405 BUR 5 R BT sh P Y i
FEHEE, AT faT S TG 7 R 5 SR Y 48— 1 | i S At ke o dE 22 2H LAY
B, SRR R MG 3 07 BIBFRSEE, 2 T R R S U Y
Fxfett s AR "SI EXT srg (XBIESK, 2011)

f., &iE

i 20 RARR, FEREE RS ARG G , AR RS B AR
R E A H A S BURF C &R A T MR DT TS 48, T B T A2 A 52 Wi i) F
FEICHR, FERM T AR SREWE R E X SHLANE . Zooi5 70
P BE R, TEA SO A B IX SR S B, s R 2 5 RS AL B 05 m)
Trb A 2 AU BN 2 ) IR A BEIS AR, T i [ i N B A AR
R, AMZI0E WA RS IR, SO EfRSH AR RN A 6@,
SR VA A 2 L AUTE AT AR AL 2 FEA IR F2 4 b A JE AR A T A ) B R
FROELEF, NWHEH AR XGER R REA MR — &0, A a4 4
KA MEBUFA PR H AL 2 AR A, #2517 20 ROBBOR] A 2 fie 2E B i 200 32 X
AR, P 3 5 GV ) T b [ 4 2 2 205 R =2 TR R 45 A A L AL
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PR, P AR A A 2 I R A B A By I T R T R S A s b
SR IR AL S G BN Z B R 65 KR8 58 G MHSE N E T —Ffh3h &1
FEah b, SRIE R AL 2 205 BUR Z 18] 1 5 RS 4 5, 2 oo S o 26 4
A0 o) 30 2o % 2 A R AL+ 23 2 AU BUR Z RO R BT, ke [ 4k 2 2
UG Z 18 ) 6 R HEAT AR PR A RE G o 22 e 252 v 5 X SO0 A 48 1 TR 2052 T
o P S PG 7 R PR HE A e o 5 A R A B R e e v B Ak 2 L 2 BURY
Z 0] O ZR R AR SRy 5 T3 4 o) U3 8T 52 1 v A BB AE B, 0 B T AE AU
T SCEUA AT B S TA [R] 28 B 2 2 S0 A [a] 2 ] SR

JEBEARAR h EA S A SBOF Z B R, 2 3 B BUR g4
AR IR . RRIRBOR AL S5 . SRR A A R PG O E AN &
FEZEREMELE, XH—FMZHIBEEE T T E S H S BUR 2 76 R
BAVEFIRRERIE . ORI 2 Fh B AR 2C A 15 4R 4 T 08, DT 45 b BRI A8 50 KR
AT LA AR B SR A S AR, 5 0 [ B L g o 2 A8 o SR AR A R
AR s AR R P ZORFA T Z R ERTE S TR TR SL R 2 48, 3 2
SREA — R AR PERG LS, [ 405 55 7 7 =00 (800 & A i R B . o3 2R 4 o BHe
B TR AL SV UG OC R R gk PR I b R S il (H)2 03k
P B AR S Um T — Bl ] A # S S 0, BT BB AL RIAT 3 ok T LUK
Foo A, KT EM AL BN R A PTTETT 0], — 7 5 20 TR
(LT e [ Y 22 B AT HE S HEZR I P 3, 55 — O T 2 S B AS A BIE 5T S AT S AF
FEZIE AT . BEAN, FRATT AT 58 AR AR ALAT H2 Ry BR T 545 B T ik R — il
TR TR A ST, FoAT] 7 B HE— 2D MR AT o 4 2 2 415 BUR 2 [8)
14 56 3R G0 58 T 2300 o [ A A Ok R 7 AR AR M . B L, C T E AL 2
HAGH R RN IR, HEHE LA THRRGHM LW EZER S, E
WA 24 3 P 48 Y, 3 R A R P Y A 5 AN SO BE A A RS AT AR 2 R
(Kennedy, 2005: 8 -9), AATTZAMBX FRBFRMERZ I, BE— 20 H5E 1
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