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The New Local Governance in Global Context :

Theoretical Challenges and Strategic Development

Chyi-Lu Jang* Edward Huang**

Abstract

There have been repeated calls for a shift from a local government to a governance
approach in general, and partnership in particular. There are impressive arguments for
this shift especially in the contexts of globalization. Globalization refers to the increased
connection among individuals, organizations and societies that were previously
separated. Thus, local governments make decisions in global context rather than
operating in isolation from the rest of the world. And it has become popular to advocate
partnership and network arrangements. Such partnerships may be seen as new forms of
local governance, which fit in with the imminent network settings and transcend both
the government-driven and market-driven decision modes. However, the idea of
partnership is often introduced without much reflection on the need to reorganize policy-
making processes and to adjust existing institutional structures. This article discusses the
ambiguity and failure of governance. This article indicates that although new local
governance schemes are being proposed and explored, they still have to comply with the

existing procedures in which they are imbedded. Governments especially are not
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prepared to adjust to governance arrangements. Several strategies are also proposed in
order to realize the full potential of governance arrangements and public-private

partnership.

Key Words : Governance, Local Government, Globalization, Governance Failure
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TRITHRE £+ 5 RE1Q00)FEEH

EERAL T RIHL BN TiaEE )
B Sk il B R e e =2

REg TRER(L ) BRSBTS (R ARHR » % B [k B st 302 RIS Y ~ FH oy ~ X
sk i RARRE - 5 7 KRS B A0i AL Bh R A S » AR B B o R BURHEH
B BRI - R 5 BOTF A FORTR SR RS » KRB EER) TR — Al

#2 (Higgott and Payne, 2001) ° LT BUMARIREHE T2 T RIS
Bk TEUGRME ) AMstaE R HEE R s m R HBOR 2 BE RN &
TERIRRA(R - SRS 7 LU ERI RSN - e~ E2m 2T ~ ok
ERERHE A AR H A FIAR M UIrgR SRELE ] » T — A [ e B [ 4K
I ~ BT SRR BRI FRIRARELL ~ RLARFIRIA ) $ Rl A8t -
LIREIA S <8 ~ BoA ~ Hhd ~ UEH S /7RI E (Gamble, 2000; Kooiman,
2000, 1993; Peters and Pierre,1998; Pierre, 2000; Rhodes, 1997, 2000; Smouts,
1998) o

ORI B ERAB BT - I B R S E M ERE THSRE ]
B THUMRGE ) BT - HEEHE ToMEE) ~ TEEERK) - TR
) AR E BRI CHET % 28 RE R M T BUTG B B F - A DIBRRFE X
2 Both 77 BURT P HIER Y BORERAE © TR » @ RG LAl A i B 4 B X Y AT RE -
KIS AR R B 75 A8 IR 3R 2 ORI RE - (HRG BERRE Rt A R 158 5 SR 8

PERASCER M7 B s MFLE A HE T AU E A HaTaobsst - I Eeh
HATEYSTE ~ RG] ISR B LEBURR » TSR 2 A S (@R s HRY -
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SRETHBNSER (12 - BRkEERERE

B il > ACES BT R8Ty« B RER - WEks Sy
AXEEHMEE S F05E Nel ) RS ERh T BUREHER
s B E G BRI ER UR S TR AR E S L AR Y B - &
A FERR TR RE 2 SR DU ER 3 HIVRETTE SL BT VR BR AR U T - SR ARl K]
HWE 5 B AARSY S & UG o

B ZIKMETEUtS BT MakE ] 85\

fEFrttRc - R BEREEESRE - EFBEREARES » LIRS %
ENRFRBERE - EHEFTEEN T 2R B2 & A K a0 % sth R B
(BAJBIE » 2000) - MifE M 2ER(LD AUEERRT - (EHBIREYEHEA R AR08
2, I AFEEBRE AR R M E 2= ZAL (space of flows) » —RRIR{L
#ri (global city) mkEFERT (world city) BIFEHEHT AT EZDHIFI (Sassen,
1991; B35/ 1998) o EERMBBHERET - FHh R ER AN BFGE A
BE 40 “BUMT R CHIR T o MR LA SRR AR B A KR SR HR Y R RE B Bk
B &2 LU B TiRFE) (governance) %L » LA AYE
B N AT S RIS M g ~ KO8 ~ Uk S8R -
HE o MmAKRF THE MENRE > SEEE TBUFKE
(government failure) B [Hit5%5%E ] (market failure) FRERENAY—FEREIC - {EHif
b TR B TR MRt & R &R TARR 71 (public-private
dichotomy) FUEFIES: » BE AR SAEREESR B - RIRARH M
Fa IR R (2 2% P BT B 8 B T o 1T F R LA B AR A — VI NGBS TG —
TERE(EE L B HIHEE] » (EAFELAF HHIER FREREERENE - T HE
B AR - B TisHI R S H PR BBUT T 2 EEERT
B SR AEOE R i BRIUTISEEA B o R ERMBUE R AR
RABTIBEHRT %  SBEOBAER  SREERE > HEaREN
1B > RILBUTH S BN AT BB RABIILR - HERULEZEIGHHNE
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N s BUR BTG AR R BEIVIR SR » THSHAE) E TEHAE ) REEK
PR ERE P B N RRIRERE (Offe, 1975; Wolf, 1978; Weimer and Vining,
1992) o
#E TiaH ) BRI R TRREBUH - B2 mis ) R LEe - Kk
WIS R B AP 2 EE R 5 ~ KFE X090 B 1988 & VERER (heterarchy) o
SEFEFTHY TR B LA TARLM Y ) FERARE - AR I BUT i
BUE SIS 1222 R ET 0 3RS DUES T B B PR & IR & (R BRI 3 o 1t
THEEAE © ANBSZFRRHER%IETL (interpersonal networking) ~ FH#K IR o7 353 i
(interorganizational negotiation) ~ H ¥ /AFRFHMRATER (self-governance) ~ 2
FL1557] (public-private partnership) %5 o #8.7 » FIRIGBERE X B8 B3l T /0 FLER
M DUEHGERUHL[RIAFE (co-steering) ~ Bl (co-regulation) B i /] & 1EAYEL
HFHEME (Kooiman, 1993; Rhode, 1997; Peters and Pierre, 1998) ©
Y TR BRI RS R R (rationality) |- #E8E T {84 By
SUETHGIAME o BEiSGHEMERE R & TEF#E ) (procedural
rationality) » HAEU/EERBEFIFHI AT BB R E /7 A8 - [HEAIREY)
s RIE R DAY RE - MBUFIR AR TEHEAMEME L (substantive
rationality)  HFTEREVGECEE EIEREM G AP ERNFH RS - RTER
EISTE P BEPERY TS > HNEOR B F 8 E R M A0 B BT & Tl 1 4 5169 168 > ThiE
e HRIEM (bounded rationality) ~ #$& £ 2 (opportunism) K BA 7 HE 7 &
(asset specificity) 55 = HEIGHEL (Coulson, 1997) o KIS KK M5 BLE FEHE
BAE AU AL » AINZA BB I E BT SIS TEFT A B8 a8 h 38 4F - Thife
M EREEIIME LRSI T (AR BRI E IR common-pool resources)
BRI EELAER B SIRE - N8 FRGEERAREER & T EH
Y1 (reflective rationality) - 3SFEHIIA: S RE o e 515 22 6 28 A 00 o AR AT AL 280 2
S B R RERE o BTy DREE ) BUEGEAEIE R BCE R S T
FATESE - LE SRR VERT T AERR1% - BUR 2 MR SR R i~ K
(SR8 » A E T IRD S BOR MR B Z A BERR I o 1ok SR ECE &5 B
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ERETEBNEARA 612 : ERNBARBES

BACREVEENL » ATl D IR LRI R IT £ o Bk » B R REN S B & HBEER
i - AleERRRR M R B R R AR E A& - S mA SR T B R E A
HARERIRIRE - $8. - FTAIR SR & T IG5 S BRI » M JE R — 4
g BRI » 5 BUR A AR T T AV ER L (Jessop, 2000) ©

2 - WH BT IEEI < i EERIR

— EIEBEIKBEVERE (Governance Failure)

EE AN TASAE ) 6 TENTAE ) (WEERE T - 71 NGHE ) #:X
RTCHBRBIRITEBORMEN HEM - BRSBTS EMEEE R
ol > THBEGRHE L ~ TR 2R SRR A FE R R 75 FR R B
6~ AHITE - SREEHEEEE 0 A EBHEEEUTE T2 S b
gL > MR E AR E » MBI R E R E A rTee Gl A S Mg
H ) B E HEFNER, » Mz ¥ HE RN FE il L - FEL -
HuTE A P BOOEIR 2T T ) BRI sE R BURRBY 534 - I B AT W) 5 B eS
LUIN=BYREA (Jessop, 2000) :

LE—HRNZRELEATLEZAGIEBRE > BEA LR THIRSRE %G
RIEE (BB EE T 2Ee) > DAL TBURL 802 TS AR SRS
HRRBE 7 H @ sy R E - HEm) MERE ) #Hth ARG a3l
it 8 MR A IR ¥ A7 B 2R o B AR RERA B E R IG B U R e 2
A& Z TR M 7R e 2 SEEE - iR BEHIRSHE aTse L2 1Rt TR
FERRIR 5 — @AY & - BE TR EFRIBFERIE - At g iRk e
EARGERFIE] - HIFHY TR B A RIS ae E A AT TR IHEL -

2EMRRRRSLL NEMHE ] (FEMEHRENL > HiiEE2AK TEAD

BORE BB - B E BB E R 2 [ R G IRE VIR A BIRER - 18

B X a] DLy B (B E AR B0k < a. 78 TEURFE ) EAFTHy TGP RS
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8 H 176 M B AREERE R - Q1R Frru S E R (i &t 1 & RS - Al
EOWBUEEHI B SR ERERESEC & o W BT RER SC BRIEC S B3 o b.
T DR MR ER TEUT ) BHIEEE R BGR B En s gEs L
BEEREAFRNELE « FEGIEDIE S GBI E < IR
% o D - DUZR S - B EAE ¢ SRS & A BU R T
B o IS St o e B L 35 V@A AOBIE H & - I B S ik Z
{TBURER o c. BURA B BIAFTIRERERE R B A IR 18 ~ 1R PR
HIRTEE - SRBUR RTRERL /A BUR < RABA B AT BEE IR » 5 75 4 #r BRI Y 2
2 -

EZHRK AR RSN HEE AR M TEIGRM ) AUHEMEIRE (self
organization) i3 fl BURERAHAR BRI T VR ERERBREL : 2. THHGA
M) HEMSETREBEEEBE - ASREE KL WIGEE R - ¥R SEHE
T A W o (R 72 A E AR BEGE )R R IR RE - MRS ik R
PRI > (HE AR A REAR A (S A B #IR (Malpas and Wickham, 1995) © b.
B el HEAAFE AR (interpersonal negotiation) ~ FH# <]
#J 17 7 ( interorganizational negotiation ) ° ¥ E & R # < H 89 19 78

(intersystemic negotiation) %% » M LLiprg ME 170 65 - HH &S
FARCA > RIS H EENE B RaR AR « oo B Hoh B ARRBGRE B 78 i ¥ 177 e
RTFENIFE - BUBCRIGEASHEENRRER G ERERE? BREFEWMAE
H& GG R B 7 W B R AAMLENEMERIR Y R 7 d. B HuaiHEMAR B
RAEBBORZ2HEE RN T HE R Btk - (HE TR CRAY 7 A S (A
#E o
M8 0 iy TRH ) R IR 7 B THIG I ~ 1t & AV E T BR

FEFLRE ST R R 58 TR E Al Iy 1] RE R B & R RE B KB > TTE AT SCHR ATRL
M) & RE BRI RN - el HERAS S THgfs Gy B TRECRRRGR L
ERYIREE > BT EE L TSN - TGS T — N o
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S TONOBA 812 : ERBERERESE

— - BARRRIEBIIAVRIRE (Partnership Dilemmas)

BURAERE S & Bt ) 2R M T BUR#T YR HERIRLL o SERFTRG
HE I AT B A B AR R R A M T B - S g S FERRE - H
W B RREIIBR R IR B A H — R A - | TR ) Bl - 20 LIRIER
LIUF Z581E#, (Dowding etal., 1995) : 35— » BURBHELEMFEE T2 —
B WA 2 mdAnsiE ) (a pure coordination game) - EREIFILE
R R T — 7 RO g e 2 P SR s 8 28 > tpa iy HI R R GRS - 38
A 2EE THEHES > A BUFATARGIINNS BT TRSHEEHE - L
K At h B B S R S LRI RE S » 35 R € SRR BL R AE R & AU E 2 4% -
GILEEN 2 EGRE A GERRTEESE - F 8 TE2HRHEE] (a
pure conflict game) * XFBE TEMMFHE ) (a zero-sum game) : HI—77.ZFr
1% BB~ 2Rk » SEBERERGER I o 40 bk 58 L) B R
RE o HRESHEEL AR - BIFEmAEE A B1 B > e TIESEAHER
K - 55— thE—ims REIWIER - BIBCRBHR EHIRFEHZR » HXH
GIEWIRR (R > (EHEER PSR ERMAN FNALHIKREE ] (Prisoners’
Dilemma) - EEHEHBENERUTRGFEEHEE SRS ERNNZ i
HA TR IBEE SR ISR - mMEEPHRS TR EL Q5 E
Ea g L EER (RHSEERABN) - BUMARRHSEEE T RESEL
KFEHLF » FEERFEARTFTHE - HEFRF2HEENEETANEMHRE

R EI A R -

HA B3k BMBE = - B AR IR REI RIS - R
8 —FIE B R BT % - (HTEREFER T » 5 RISEREE AR T )
Bk BAGR - BAPTRIEEN T3 8818 BIGRAGIKEE 735840 T (Jessop, 2000) -

I SR FMAEEeT A
BESR 2SI T RA LR A TR » RERKEA SRR - Hith 75 H

—155—



ZROTBB® H+ 8 REII2002)F 8 5

(AT REFFAE R BT RER o &AM EIB R A0S tHBA0G - HLRRA(RAD R (Rt
R - RESTRBAMIESE  BRERY ? ZHIRZLEE - BEBHHG
HE? UH GRS L IR B 8 Eh ~ B DUS IRy - 1R W
B BFRAGRATRE T A TERIR
2. HMEEH AT
o5 {18 RIS SRR 19 I BRI B PRI RS - Ay TiRBE ) #CH SRS
— SRR - A A B AR AR PR A SRR AR ~ BN S BRI
BRIR A2 » (BRI B - B RESIS AN st - i dEn
HEMEAS » HEGEEARY  EAGER RS SR EE.s
[ > RIS 6 i A 1A i 20 15 S A B 2 vh o SRR B » FE RIS
HREIRBE N F o
3. TG MEAEIREM R4 F G
5 (BRI REE m] R B B R R R B - YRER T A TR IR m AR P RE L
B 2% 2EEEITH &1 (BARIFGL - BE2EE KL SgBHE R
AREES - 5 A G B EE AN AL - TR RSN E e R B - )
TR LEES THREBURINER » B— 77 Ea1 LB EERE SRR & -
4. HlEEHFHMAE
S5 VO R R S B AL B AR I RE o TR TR B AR 0 ke A — R R ik
R RENEE - RBFENGE  E AR - BEEFNERET
HFTRERH — AL - BEIRFE A B EAT o #51EE o > b —
A2 EETIGRG - LFBSEENIE » AGEE RS R 1 rE
FEHE o RIS AR B AT AT A - R A IR S R 5

B2 - IS BT e BRIB 2 RE

SRATRI SRR RGE - #7080 TBOR DIPRS00 RSN IE » B RIR T
TR FRI )0 BRI AT o TS T REMRRIE LR 75 BT TE T A
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SRLTENRISEA 1812 - BRIERKIEES

MEHE ) BRI - FDEITHIER BT RIS AR B BRI L - ARETRFHELL — AR Sk
LTI
TEEITHERE UG SR BRI - M7 BUR 2 Fr AR B A RS MR A R N 2 K
HEEFEAR » PRETEHIE S S a ER R LRl % BZ R R H AR
B SENER ~ BRI IRRSE IR 3R ~ R SR BRI FREIN & ~ RIRH
EHINE RS KIRESEMasE T > DGR RFERRR GHE -8 LI H
PRE% - ELBORA S Grover Starling  (1988) fifZ 15| HA Hi /N IHE SRRES
PEFRRIRE R > JRED 1. B (concentration) - EFERRE TR ACHEEFTE
RS TEEEEE 5 2. AR (clarity) - RISRREIEFIAME » HIEE T EREIR
(RFEERE 5 3. #9BME (changeability) - RIERKRETRES — T Ik LUK FESHET
IRIEA BB BB - EABAOSRNG IS ol RE B A EE — (E R MR RUAHAS#E (flexible
organization structures) EZfEMIAIEEMIES (active communication networks) ° JR
B2 aE LA B /9.0 P A& 35 & ( psychological commitment) % ; 4. HK#( 1%
(challenge) - /EFETRHR HIERHEEE EM SR H AT TIBIIR G I0RE S L E I -
{HAGFE R A SEIIEK - LUEREBE T ERIE ) 5 5. A1 (coordination) >
SEFEFTE IR R F B Z RES R il — (EFH LA & B iR RO AERE - RIS 1FEE ST
£ 6. —FE (consistency) » SRR FELHETF B 2L HBES T [ —E > %
B ERERENEAE o MLl L7 FE R I AR 1F 2 BOR RIS MR 8 6C JRAL -
(KIRLLE 6C SREGHIBIFRA » B AT] S E— B ERRIR T 1 7 BURF G BB HIRY
RESFTE

— A B AEAB BB ORREIL CETIRR

AR BUR IR 11 S TFI RIS R 1 ? ERERBETRIBRSE ~ #8% - (L& e
SALRET A BT ARE o (R A R - 7 BURENR BRI 1P R
M ERBAEIER - KB ERA A R R RAT AT T A Al s =

(ungovernability) HIfEHE > ZiR% SR LY 2 EE SR ) His R B RGEE
122 1 TR I RIS E - BREUE ) BIHEERF R BRI A EBOR T
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SLEMERIRHETRE - (BERMERR FE thiE R EEM -

— WO e EREIERREN SRR EE

Hb 5 B AEE T VR BEAR BIE - ZH8 WTHE A BN BRI AT - SESRMRER e B
VERE S (E 7 BB 2 B RS R 33 - (HERBR AR *= & > # 7 BUH
(HIEHE TiRTEL FAEENE B AR &l < B - LIRSS B S R 1R 5
51> Foh T R T B Je i v S OF A BT SR — ARG BB B LA At
FUE B (WTO) 1REYZERFEIE M =) PR BNg Z HRES - 77 BUR I EA& 1638 E AR
HIFER IKNFE WTO Ei82iy 2@ i8] - (e 77 BUR A THARER IR EER > B &
£1 HABMBERIEIERIEETE - TG A TSGR B RS -

= - AUBREEBREE S BN AR IR B T B I T S IRIGEE

TG BRI TG ) BRI A REMR EE ST - FEL > 3%l
RERIRER thEFIRA R A RRER TR 710 10X B se SR s M SR R 11T
TERIHTT B RE o (RIEE RECR T8 William N. Dunn (1994) $iER#E
WSy » ATLIEIY B LUT =8 B T E B BOREE ] (major issues) ~ TRE
WIBURERRE ) (secondary issues) ~ TIDIREMERVEREEM ]  (functional issues) il

FERFEHITIHENBCESE ) (minor issues) - H R EHELE KB
(strategic) Ba#{E1% (operational) RYMEIF » FHUELLHIEC R B AF » a5
BORGRRERY RHE PR Rt o SRFER R Y (RIE 1) - U= LUy
TR P USRIt 77 BRI & B2 BOR M GR RE S L B AR I B - T = LA

B RRMNE S EEANRIIMMELEH (problem structure) e R % 0 E B X REMS R B
BHHRBRE R RRFELS  BEIBC  REFEY S AL RTRAAREUER £
— LA R (il structured) $9REHM - REGBRABHAY AN EZNEL SN LEAH &
ALBBNERT R XEH XA (moderately structured ) 5L KA © e they B RHBA LB »
HEARNBRAMAE  EAMUEL LB E PR RO EES - MRALTHOTIY K
R ARERED - BATRAMR SR XH AN LRTHULE+ B 2ANE
Hh B AF (well structured ) #9st K PIRE > B EAREMHERA (sop) 4% (Dunn, 1994) o
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LI THIHOATEA (612 - IR EIRRIERE

MGHE | MR EEE R TSRS » A A SBIRHERANRE - IRAZ
MRS S -

Hi 5 TS B T A 81 B 17 L 16 S ) BORGR RE R 1 L T BR R B R AR R 1
(A% > TS MIRER B AF [HsaRE ) SR EREER - SltinE
BRI — T (AR 1) > M BT R AR E - FEITE T E
FRIEH] -

/

Py

SRS ECER (Strategic Policies)

g (Major Issuey

REZAE (Secondary Jssues)

ThEE MR (Functional Issues)

ﬁf’lﬁéﬁ%ﬁ {Minor Issues)

FVEMERL SR (Operational Policies)

B 1 KR %A% % B ( Hierarchy of Types of Policy Issues)

{ F ¥R B : Dunn, 1994
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& 1 BRI F B RALEZE X (Different Policy Network Models )

PC IN uc PDS ACF GMM Regime

S e T R E91E ENE] EIESEN ) 2 AR £ A
Linkages between | Close |Problematic| AL Variable | Variable Finance Close

actors Close dominates
institutional
AR [ = [ A= | T [SE14:S [
Degrees of High Variable High Variable | Variable |High dev. Low| High
integration other
DHEEEERE | HHEE I B | EEELR | HEEL | HHE
Values of actors | Shared Distinct Shared Prof. Distinct Develop. Shared
dominate dominate

HERe | EFEE | REAFE] RIRE | RRE | SRRE| AR R
Rules of interaction| Agrees | Notagreed | Agreed Agreed Agreed | Notagreed | Agreed
Fllzzi)BIRE e I HE HEEE | % BRE | e

Type of interest Shared Distinct Shared Prof. Distinct Develop Shared
dominate dominate
BEEIOEN | T | AR | R | RTE | R | A8 | AR
Resources of actors| Equal Unequal Unequal Unequal | Unequal Unequal Unequal
BUEHE & = 1& {153 N /i3 i3
Number of Low High Low Low Variable Low Low
members
DU BHFEY & 1% [ = =% [ P—%E
Continuity of High Low High High Variable High Variable
membership
BRI CHEEE Kl MR | RR B I
Policy styles Vary Vary Same Same Vary Vary Vary
RAMEHIEO R | —1E B2 % % G —{ — i
Levels of One Many Many Many Many One One
government

#£ 2 PC, Policy Communities (#&A%%) ; IN, Issue Networks (3% #94 ) ; UC. Urban
Corporatism (3% 44 ) ; PDS, Professionally Dominated Subsystems ( % % ¥ & #
Bt ) ; ACF, Advocacy Coalition Framework ( 342848 & 528 ) ; GMM, Growth-machine
Model { &A% ) ; Regime, Regime Theory ( B3 /& 323 )

(& # &R : Dowding et al., 2000)
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I TEBSER a2 - ERFEBEKERE

O ~ 7S EATRYE AR B fE A R iE R R

7T B R B AR B FE S A ARG BB 1 o St )T BORTHSTRE ST A B (E IR
R A B R EE T R B B > A RER SRR TG 9 J1EE - B—
{lEl3th /7 BURTE KRB A A EE ST 5 - IEA0E {8 3 7E H A S rh S H RN
MR @R —4K - mPraEr TEH -~ 553 - B& - a1 (SWOT) 7#F

(Thompson and Strickland, 1997) [R5 T F >3t /7 BT A (5 (i 57 7 B kalisy
R (RIE 2) o 77 BUM B A B AR A HA B B R Y SR 3t 57 76 i
SWOT 73t » BANEMEMRLETE NEBEEE ) BAKE R K EER - HallH%
TRLEEZ T H RTRr B W E BB 5 BE S (nl > 0 BF EALE IR AR BRI A oy B gl &
S ART o TR A SR B v M PN B T G 1 17 AR P R SR R B - (B2 AN
THL] i At 80 3 B SRy v S T ) S B DB I - RIEM AT sE st A L BB IR T e i
PG » A —{E 5 5% A{LRy 7T sk -

B T HE KRB I B8 T ) 2K S Rt 7 BUR Y A L B 9% » )T BURTRI B R 7
53K (competition analysis) JRA]EHPAEA G ANERIFHE (Ashworth and Voogd,
1990) o EIF—HH A~H /OREERFH > HIE ATTELE VR EUE T 8

([BRENVGERT) L (RFSGHHENERIZIRIER) 1Lt - e R¥E%
R F B R BB R BTy - HIBZIEE P BUANE INsE “1788 ™ » BN
Z > B EAN5E R R ER AL - TS W2 o0 B B LE B — B » A AFEBOR
T A (BEEFERE2) -

HOTT BRI S  ATR iR PR BIAD LR - MER S TREAR S > A RERIC A
1 » SIfESEE I E SR AR HERE 9 SRR OR IR S - T ARERIR BB 2 B [HIRY B Re s
b » 138 thid b 77 BUR 5 e IR AT DB R R T el &Ry TE1F) B TERF
1 JE ) SRS HE (G
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EHAIRERE
N

X {EHE
o5 1) RS

ST RF (B R MR SR

34

g

(752 Pﬁ%ﬁ%& FKAESER S

X R (AR R SN X FF % A LR

V
F ERIERE
2 SWOT ##

(E# &R © Thompson and Strickland, 1997)
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&2 UFBRBRF RS GEH >R

{ Example of Strength-Weakness Analysis )

Mo & ey 45 # @ & ( Facets of the Town )

A B C D E F G H
ZF#BA5H (Potency) *© +/- + 4 - + - + /-
E¥E % (Image) +/- - + + + + - +
¢t ( Therefore ) :
4744 (Promotion) * * *
4 & (Product Level ) * * *
A # % {Inaction) *9 *

A= qualities of site {( B{21§14 ) , B=transport infrastructure { % X B:E&H &4 ) , C=land
cost { gk &) , D=possibilities of subsidies ( B:/R % ¥4t /1 ) , E=attitude of authority {#
A A B ), F=commercial contacts ( B ¥# &5 ) , G=residential amenity { & {£{%
@B M) , H=labor market { % & #3545 )

(& # R K © Ashworth and Voogd, 1990)

A~ WS BASHY S R EIfE RS —E

7B AT TYREE ) BEGIRER S T B LBUT RIS FrR X (HiEq
R SCRRBSGH > BURF I — PR RER (I R # 58 AU » HEFTRY TR RXrIp
BRI BT — R SR BRI RE IS < IR > $th 7 BURT RV S AR 1 FE Bl BT B
5 IR SRAR IS 7T ey B AR - 251 (AR B AR < [E] % R — 1 AL /BRI RATR -
MmAEEE R BAGR o bLA > B — Bt G PR 0% » S am IR ZUHIE
(formal institutions) EBZJEIEZN&E (informal institutions) PZHEREHHEE
T > KBS 1 R v 1 r R 1B AR R — U0 D BRGR AU EERE - (B1E 98 (trust) B A
B (reciprocity) BR{RIEMEIFENGIFRVETT » B2 IE R ol B B R & ERYAT
12 > FRLATE Thoh s o A e =CIRE Bk 1k 21 R A 1 38— B0t 2 st 7 BUR #h
Mad ) R H IR R L — -
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th - 155

ot BT TiREE s BREER A H ARG Z6E » MERMA 17 “RE AR
5EE o KRBT RIFENFER (govenance is necessarily incomplete and as a
necessary consequence must always fail) ” (Malpas and Wickham, 1995, p.40) -
HE L NHEABDERN TR & §IE » BERZBUT ~ 35 - SR THEs G
T REEAE G A LRSI > CHRRBEERUESD - NG GRS
O HEEHE - (R eE L e B T GOBHIERATEL A rTRE L T = T BRI AT
HEBORERE - Sy eI 77X B ARBELIE FIER R GG e a]
1THE B EFRAEE » TREERAEHIAY LM sRERT S H a0 7 2 — e Rl -

WEA ST BEESET TIGHE ) BERIeTRE R IR IR 2 1% - & AT ELL S AiTlE B
BEN 7 KGR ENIRE - 1540 H. A. Simon (1945) AYEREE » NFEEMHAIR »
FAP A BR R A i o sOME — VR BB R P R 38458 R R TRl ) » I Bl
RBCRFIEMEE R ANE > THEE R E A R0 (satisficing) {GEIEEH] < #5
Z o BUR ~ i~ i EARERARE BN I ES bRy R T 2R =i
TP e 2 U S TR R P B R S e AR L

£ T IR BRAU A BB B A8 > 3th 77 BURT 05 B SRS JEE 5 2 ST B (R F7 981 (a
flexible requisite variety) -+ Z GRS (contingent) HIVRPEIREE » T HEH
(B §E 4 H 4 BRA LR R [ RE B Bk A, -
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BHEIE  (2000) T&ERIGHE : @WBAREEH - FiECEERE - £ 1 8
36~42 -

3 3E5E ~ BRMAET (2000) THEF& S ERATEEEERVIET) o hBITEE R 0 & 10
& F1H-33~74 o

AR (2001) THMGHEELAT T AREE  BERIG R HTEE S ) > 21 (i
INFATBOR R 2R S & 3w S - BRI R A ITECR -

E33/L 3% 1 Manuel Castells & (1998) #t&+t & <lgit - 50 : FILHEME -

FLH - FHER (2000) T{EMELSEIRLRE SEIE BT HMTE 2 RGP BE
givefig © DIRIBS A AR BORMRIES G - Frith B HamE - 55 11 8 62~71 -
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