(E B RAHATEGFR) il 5vG PEEHT 2009 4F

G b BO 5 EEHL I R 55138 B 77 AR P 48 B SRR 5T

PR S RS

e

PSR 55 Wl ) 6 A R 2% (R OB 1k, A0 B 5 AAR T T G 2 A 4 G R 1 100
T, BWAAEE, 7T HNAENLCE SRR MR RS, AT LA 0 45
SCEREEA B LRI B ) S E AR . AL B SR, T EAEIR R AL B
AT S, LUSHLRTEI N G470, el on ik 1 M g5-A% 3 W 064 W9 2% 5
B, MIX PTG, A T AR SOOI S A - & A6 T BUR 7 Bl g2 .
BRI T2 LR 57 i A & A6 T BOM 7057 7 B0V S5 7 BON 53 E RN H 1 5%
Blo BFFCITENEE A EG . SR, HRFER .. MR = o
(Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA) 5 45y 7 #2310 (Structural Equation
Model, SEM).

AW I e L 524 4y, ARG R 338 4, [BICRN 64.5% . TESE
ot b, RRAER R T i 5 REEE,  LAACA R 7 R 2 R 2R 5 i 2 B 4R 5 B
FnhrdE . gt 7R (SEMD IR sl ok 18] () 9 35 = 5 B ) 3 6 Bh 1 77 B
IG5 AL ST D1 D1 G AE W EE TR R G280, X AR AR 5 70 BEAE SCHR X 1 0 A4 M 2t T
SRR JBTSE o ASHIETUIR A I W9 2 657 PSR i A (R0 S IR 3R N B 70 5, DA
B iR 58 A R BT BURS AR 1B 1 D1 G E M 48 53K

KBt WEEEL BHLOCHRGS AR I EAEM S MERIR. PR IR



—. BIRE RS RS

Bt AL 2 BN R 2R S AN OGE,  BURW N ) U5 SRt oA =2k, 240l
Gty PN Y 7y aw o e 07 | B T 7N B S= R NEI AP S LN 7 ke X (A T
DR ST AT BUR TAEREST I RAESEE o AEVE SEPAT OIS I, BURF AT 55 /555K 45
EAFEBEEEE S GE 0T, A b I SRS O R, s S
W55 SR S B O R S M SR, AR5 AhJrii, RO AR EEBUR SR AT
JRIIHR 55> AELBUR AIEORIBHE LU AL RN 55K, IXANBE ) Z2 BE 0 BU S0 ™
L, i X e P AR AR R T T e 1 AR DR S IBUR R SRORE BE A R s A
B, BUGBLOCE S SRACH I I SRR AR (Kettl, 2006:15). HBUMHLIA
KACFIHIIEARRS, INEETSAR A SCE B A NAT S A, iSO m B &
FHANT P ) EVERCEESE McGuire, 2002), HARHN &1 53 A R PR AR
G AL BT W s K s, ARl BBl 0 S AR IR 55 0 TR AT IR AR 1 T i o ARG
(K1, HeF-0h G AR PR IES HLOCL SR B ) 5 A R 46 2 il ol £ 2R, XA
T e AR 7 B B S SO S B dERE AT B B i
W S5ARIENIRE ST, LLRBURBIT & WO A (055 (Keast et al., 2004:367), Ifibh
HEAFRIMEBORBOK A TIXLES H5PICE N et (Agranoff, 2005).

PE ML IR SS W I35 AE W28 A RO e, A8 B B AR ST 8T e v A 75 i 3 1 i
T, HEEAEE, ALEMMNK Katrina 52511 911 F4y:, BEEMELBIL. HE
N 55 5 O 2 R IR R I AR e DSk, A EEEE OO e A
(Federal Emergency Management Agency, FEMA), DA @ . “[EH + 243
(Department of Homeland Security, DHS) MI{Ev:. “ AFLATEEE” (Public
Administration Review, PAR) HifE 2006 4 LURF A Ll “ BRI TS 1] 1)
J1E5 167 (Interagency/Intersector Collaboration) i FE T XX 1L
AR . 2 Wi, AL OCEGTTIR B ) & A e A0 oA A e it 5T A 3
ATBUW 0 AR, 2238 B 5 X AN 6 2 A IR 2 B A it i, (HiE =
SEUFF ORI 5L 55 TG, SEBR 301 T8 1 B AE B30 15 Wik 4 BRe K ARG i an ik
FUf, MA LRV BEEI,  a030T 2 M8 Bk K 0 oo 2% &R S ) (McGuire,
2006b) »

AR FTORIA TG E BRI T, AN TR 22 R R A A B R T e 25 2514
K Z BN TG F 3 AT I 3G ] p oKy R 2% 45 R A0 R BE RS B IS, e 2
Ty HA AR SR TAEM AT 2 T, AL 6 547 4 dnfa]
TR 5%k (Agranoff & McGuire, 1998, 1999, 2001; Meier & 0’ Toole,
2001, 2003; McGuire, 2002). ifii 53 —5IRMIE B VE T ENLICH G 1E M 45 9k
(Agranoff & McGuire, 1998, 1999, 2003, 2004:; Provan & Sebastian, 1998:
Provan & Milward, 2001: Keith & Milward, 1995a, 1995b; Provan &
Milward, 1991). {ERXPMAFZLIRGITTE R R 5H®%, LLEILTBUR
VAR BATRISE AT TERT A FE I T 0] A 255 A A 2 ) A 3L 3
M54 R, AL [ 5 B & A B T R B LR R 55 A% 38 B ) 64 ) 4%



WA TRk M2 Sk
= UMSEEN MRS EiE it f e 1ER 2%

FEGE IR o5 8 BRYG B A DLREIX O 6, DURE X N FEREIE B AL SR 1), B2 2
Hh e 55 b 7 O (R L T BBk v S EIBUR, Witk Rk P EEIX 2 5 5 1T
HEEX I HFR (McGuire, 2006a:678) . W 1A VEA I BEFRIT e o1t i —4 2
filg ety MHEEELEZHREWIIKTERIIFNE (Agranoff & McGuire,
2003:4; McGuire, 2006a:678), #f)ifiud, W ))& A & AR E BUN & AH B AR,
AT 75 B B P& SRR BUR VT SATBUNRE . AL P ) S AE 228 T-HLOCH 2]
AT IR 2% A R T A ST IR (AR A AT, XAMIMEDR B TR X, Ab i
Ik, SRRSO B A 75 K 8 X (CURC ) s filhn, fE4))LEE 5 i
%, BLCNAEY I EVEANZT, Selden 25N (2006) RILH J1 & VEX 45 B 3t
PS8R, DL HGEEZUNM TAES A E A, [FERX 250 0 61E 2R
25 i U A BA G TR A

W25 o3 AT 2 BB, 1SS AT ALBURLL “GiRERxR”
(jurisdiction) VMR AL, MBI RIMEE SRR, HWoE T DX FERL Rt
TevEfE v H ¥ 5 2410 1) B8 (Frederickson, 1999); KUk, FfA5 ) 84 24 5 R 085 R 2%
IR, DT “GRVRERX o b CRE] ST CBUN RS G IEYE,  E
NS SHCI MR S5 P it & i “ MR &5 th J1 G EM 4”7 AR (McGuire,
2002) . K4 ) 28 5 B A s BN M AL AR R R E s el an,
AR T % TR UTIEE, DA HR G 5T IR, ik, XPho&E
BT N ZA TR (R MASCIR L RS A I M 25 K 2 F B8, RS UE i v G4 M
2R AN RS  (Powell, 1990; Provan & Milward, 1991:1; Agranoff &
McGuire 1998; 0 Toole 1997a; Provan & Milward 1991, 1995, 2001;
Jennings & Ewalt, 1998). Agranoff (2005) %5 HBUM 2 8] B & FEANAE J7 & .
B S PG TE R 2548, WA 4545 B35 5 U A (5 L SRmg e . ZETR R 1 &
TERES, QIEA SR BURIESS M OCR, LU BOR N5 77 2 h )
AERKFH . M RAR LI ES), L TEHTRTPHMES5E, 4%
FE T ES5E 0, XEqELM: B3 BokHiT &1+ S, EidEyioe.
P5 UM IA] 5 bR O RN IE 4, B ARG ICRAEEE (Meier & 07 Toole,
2003:690) o

=, FPBOLF SRS 1SS S A AE RS

J KR AR 55 AR 1 S AL IS, RBFRIERE P B 1“5 —ZLE i

(street—level bureaucracy) fEAMELHAL, M —EH kTR ER I
A O A AT B “ AR R B E ) — 4 7 Cintellectual furniture)
(Frederickson & Smith, 2003:28) . i 2l IRIAAN N 755 — 2 KN H
T M5 B KR 3w A LA NI A FF Sk (Lipsky, 1980; Gruber, 1987),



Frederickson 5 Simith (2003) AXFEMIEE N T LA R HH6A:

AT “RAR” TAERETH “MK7. “lis”, Wte vl s s —2 s i A
PR EIR T (p. 27D

“RARZR BT MRIRRRAR ATATEOR YIS RE 593 & 5 AT
B E R LB (Frederickson, 1997). M=, “RaE B gt
NI E BT TSRS L —,  AH RN 28 3 ) Sy WY B R 2% 18 A B
FIEAH RN B L AT 5. ik 23R 530 Uk B 5 R AT, P ir 55 13
FEH 2, WO 2 e IR S5 A s T J1 A A E 2% (Provan & Milward, 1991), iX
TR IR IR G5 AL # Uy ) AR 4 o B &5 B IERR PR A A A3 B Rk, A2
RS IIFRIIN D 5 R HE . RKAZS SIHIERES R R A%, &l
T BURPE R B W SR BT o T 25 AR 9T U TR i F AT 1 B8 B A B — (R IR 55T
AT LUIMAFFT I 3052 (Agranoff, 1991; Agranoff & McGuire, 1998, 2004;
Meier & O’ Toole, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2005; Provan & Milward, 1991,
Provan & Milward, 1995) “o SUBUSKEEZ &, EBUFHLIEH, FEES 5 RA
EIE KRB EY), UL G ek 5y, Ra#E A Bl %, JtH &0
MTABEEEZX, FEBANRZ TAEE & TAEaEAE M PESR, T H AR AR,
KE ERBUFZ R [RREK HELL, AHFITE S BOlk 25 WS 4 .

Fok, HHTP BOR S BN D SEADUR R FRIPEBIALS, g kE
AFEFRIIILRIE G AE, RS BRI P BUF UL S P BOLR R4 b,
RGEAMEAL WA REARBIDILRS: PRIt i BOF AN 55K 7 U a0, LAl
RINFER, EEHAPH AT, P BERENMUERBERT & RA T m A2
s MAT BRGNS E R, R R A B, AN,
A LA N SRR S PAT I EEAK G 2

F=, MENANARE, FEEHSIATRRAEGEYH Y, AEE LT
IR S5 A ek s i, LA R Tk b CREPLOS) BT (R TERA LIRS
LR AR AL EABRAA, AR STk, #EXCE G A RER 5
TRy eV S BUBE W Z SIEA, BT E R -G e, BrEfss—
S YR A e LG b e IV AP 1B A DY P 4kl M= B M ES VAR R
D . A Al REIR N 2 A T I BURSS Sk, IR T 8 BUE R AR AT
HEECIE T SRR T K o THDN R HIVA BEA MBS, TERC “ BE NG R 45 4% 3 1
TEAEMZE” LR A A IR S W e Br s A, 28— 2R G e ) BUIR 55 4% 34 B
T3 A6 rp ] i 9 B AR i SR -5 INHARAR AL, 8ok AN 9 F S () R T

S0, BEAT BRI T ILAE AT B ) 7 BRI B 0 5 1R 1R 5

CAERACRIT T, DR R PR AR SR AS S BRI G R AR B (LS E, 2007). AR
WL & AL T BUR B 55 AR AR TEx 5, DO HER BIE R H . HER 21 EBURF B 2
BRI -



RAREUR,  LEU BN AR N SE N, R Rt e iis SR B LOCER o XK 22 28 7 £
GORE, SR AR RS A AR TR 1 20 S R TR R A R BEREAE . AAT I
FEPPESR TN, . N i, SCRMdE . MBEPr ok, Bi%s =
TR G S AT BU A AEAT M M R 3 AT H) ) S PR B f e s vk 5
BLFR Ve o

V0. Bl SR

FEGE W RN BRI T AU g/ i B g st AR, XN s AT
YE): WAL HEs GFRD o g5 dJR (AL 0) , DA TAE SR (45
%)  (Robbins, 1980); 4RI, 7EMZSIAEE RLE IS VEIIRE )2 AR T Dl & B
—HAKRE S, RS NE PR (intraorganizational management) Wi
TR LZEMHZ (nultiorganizaitonal ). £ JCHUM (multigovernmental) 5%
M1 (multisectoral ) MR FEIE X BB Gk & M (Agranoff & McGuire,
1998), ML BT (B —AU I S50 J2 4 HINT 5 23 B bR nl e eikAr e, B
WAHRMKIZ 55 A A8 Nae )] Efldl ez 5%, Bk, MWEEHAR FE—
FREEHLCA LGS (Lynn, 1981; Mandell, 1990) .

LEXANRSAL B I EVEM LT, S 53 ARNETAME S HR 0 AL R,
TE 2 FEA BIESE R A, e R )1 &4E (Gage, 1984:137); Kk,
1] RIS 50 W 4845 BRZE U0 BN 2 MEJZ IR A ILE RS, PLEHLRA A )Z
Ko

— MMER IR P 4 E

PATBORR L T Uk

AT BN B S R AR ZATEHLEE, BT SRV Bl FLAR P

ITEHLRATIGS I, A AL %, A RERIE R I ENITE R ) -

~ DR B2 RN, ANRERR B AT .

~ A e AL TESS BRI, ANRER A AT

~ PATHASS P EOAE Z L, AR EH IR A

~ PATERG il B2 SCR s e B, B sRHLOCHTRAT#

Tiv BBARRHLC I BIRAT, BRATE

N~ HEIRS BB s K b B .

HOHEK, BB, MU A Z .

PO RN T NI L%, N

— ~ WBZAT N, ARHRURAE ] BRI AT 2

o RN, R ELTE A SIS AT

BAF RN IS B AN REVM BN, FHELE L

BT RGN TR AT b B 2 SC55 AR 2 2 iy, WK SEE s Fi sk pp LG iR P
B AT S, i HE ) Bk ukE 2, oA BRI, il EBLG ke
.

HeiE RHLIAT 335 K P BOH LG EOR S AT B B Bl 9 o ARG R SO U5 3, i sk i L
KRB RPR L BUEZ s PP, LR BN E 2.

E[HH |



TEZRWHIRE T, ARG A E A BN PATR S BUA TR Lr, BH R R
ARIRIATE); AR, W48 R AR AN O o 3L B I A (0 54T 0, ABATTAY
T B S PATHIOC ZhRE, AT 5 1 NI EIE S . AL HE (1 fE
JIRESK B AR M e R Bl Shis A, XA T oD s B — TR 4 7 i P /5 2 1 e
(Agranoff & McGuire, 2001; Mandell, 1990; McGuire, 2002; Meier & 0’
Toole, 2001; Provan & Milward, 1995). M%) B iR AS 048 T AN A ¥
(K547 R, AT RE SRR A T H s — ML S T (e . anlRlAE 2 |
SCHRASE B AR (), McGuire (2002) A4 A JLA B A0 I 4 B4 2l 21 DY AN = 22 T
fE: 1. %% (synthesizing). 2.3 (mobilizing). 3.7%4k (activation). 4.
YA (framing) o FEXPYTTAEIEAE T, W4 iR A L B A ARG RE K T7 %
HAx, AL fds K I BRIk M FE AR (BN 53 JFRBE . ORIt
ARG MRS (R BACH#e, KEBIERD, [FIALLS) AN [F K55 5
G282 5% . DRIFEH R NG SCHE . Rt ki) SR IL0 G
P28 RISV ESE 1, Emn AN S e, FFE o2 H I aE 50,

= HEREBRKI RS AR & 1E M2

FE T EAE M2 RS 5 B I R A7 ORI AR S5, 3K A 2R 4% 2 SRS EL
S EAN), TS BL G NS T S HE R 2 — I8 A AT S, L H AL S
AW AT8), sE R MRS B, g ATRAT R IR

1. SRERSSMIES

BURHLIGE L U 1 B WS FR AL A LIRSS 5 A L0, 1 2 S350 T AR B AR 1 1
My, FECTEEE Z R RIIMR S 1A AE, S G AR R AR SR s i)
N5 G RIS VR R IE BRI S Bk ot DA 41 il B 00 ok P 0 B 20 e i
) BN S . ol oM e . ) AR o 25 10 T L (Agranoff &  McGuire, 1998;
Mandell, 1994). Btz b, #5HERAEARS 4R A BIA, HLOCHE BERE: Al 21 [ Ak
(P s[RI, BRERE 52 5 SCRF AL AR T R B I B 2 IR T FEYE an LA R 2. i
TR B 2 U ) AT REBEAIE AR A5 1) FA T Bt WL DG AR 25 A% 32 Wy 0 25 A D90 4% 1) e Kok
Vi (Provan & Milward, 1991).

2. RFHZESHE)

BURTE S BURPAT AT BRI 2 A ARG Hin SRS Z o538 0
FIIEE R, BUR T NAZ EHNAEHIT A LB EEHLOCHR S5 AL 5 B A B 45,
EARAH A0 R e B8, WA EiRe st =5 e R, A8
Pk H T EHR MBI, LRI S P2 5 A LB e o il 72, 1%
Ve YR FE IR . AN IRIEIREE, FEANHR DI B, DOSRIBUA % H br 5 4 A7
P B, AR LA TR H AR EE ST, b BogibE, DRI g ]
HEHIMZs (Alter & Hage, 1993),

W 25 A0 T B 55 e HE . PRI SRES . 7 S B ANAT 9B ) BB (BREEY . 9k
5, 2006) o LSS5 R R AR P E R, DA RS B TRl B B A e [RIFEIR), ORI
WIAERUE. B84 A2, Wi, Pl sCieiRSs . Ll FE. f@Rm%



P ST R G5 RIEE . A TS LB IR P B, TS 2% s i [R5 B, T
EAMEEE FMEES) (McGuire, 2002) .

3. REI=

W 2% 5 BB A E e S B U8 (Agranoff & McGuire, 2004; Agranoff,
2006) o Y8R WX 25 55 BT AT B AT DEBR IR 2 R 1K L8 (] AL 29 445 S 1) 8, DA R o 2 v
T8N 25 FH WA 2K A5 DA . 5 B IR AR 2 4 23 P T2 B 9 2 sl 2 o
s, TR AL S TE ] DAAE AN 222 S W 1648, SN aE gk 5
J2 UK A P n) 8, R U i R B D ) A g ) SR (Agranoff &
McGuire, 2001:12).

4, ZOVRKHIHSES

TS ML IR 5 AL 1LV ) GAE MG A 2 5 E AL BT A2 2R 2 &= (152
my, {H “fZ.OHLk” (Network Administrative Organization, NAO) w] DIt
EANME SRS (Salanick, 1995:348). HERALK “AZOHLISE” 2L AUL
(R0 2% & k), v DLEREBURAE R (Provan & Milward, 1995). 17E4E ) BT
5T, Provan 5 Milward (2001) #5 t /5 B2 2R G 5 SRR IR W 28 18 8 SE Mk 55 A% i Ty
GAEM ISR LBLLE, A S5 0 M S M % 2 5 3 1 16447 0

TEAFEEEAE T, PG VR a5 YRR 22 52 31 P o 5 54T BOL ORI 5
T hASIRE, IR RS IR AL LR . BUAE KA OB LG 1 R R ST
XEURRA R, I OHIRE G TR RS RIRIER, it ESEY I, MR
LR RAT R

=, B EEMERERRAILEEE SPRAR AR RNERITH)

B W AR AR Rl = B &S, BT DAAE = AR AR T B I i R
BN B Z AR I 5 05 ))& 4E (07 Toole & Meier, 1999: 513). Jukt
(1) 268 1 03 5 VB B I () 45 32 — Rl il BE AL I 4E4R1T 8 (institutional collective
action) (Feiock, 2004). tnRfEH Ostrom (1999) Fri R “Hil M5 K
AHHy” (Institutional Analysis and Development Framework, IAD) HE&, M2%
SERIA YRR R SEARAT ) e, O TR EJ M I61E, WE 4
W REE BRI 2 5 2 B R SRASEE I B P e SR AR I RE 7, DA SRR I R, 43 TR
MR GEMVEAE -G TE, WA 2R EOE YIS ER, T2 5% E8hZ 5k RN
Al DX et B, 2 2 2t 2 n DU BRI e B YR 2 KN . P 1 B AE IR
Dy ORBEAE T IX L BB 2 5 38 R BT, DL AR S e E I (1) -S4k
0 D1 EAE R E Ak AN B B A AT TAH B[R] i AR B, ST AT E AR AR TR T RE R
52z, WAL PRI A ARSI TR AN AT RE

VU, BEMLRMRSS & b 1 A M2 5 R S5



X T PEAN AR 38 IR 45 45 IS AR I 2 A 20, Il W08 25 IR LA M Sk 1A
s I, s 0 2 A B (R R 0 R AR A0 ART 2 ) A B ) 45 R 5 BUR B 1) 0% R
(Berry et al., 2004). Wk 55 A 35 Ty 3 - A DR % L 1) R LA S 288 R R FH 08 s
W R AR ) e KN 2 P 94 28 5 3 K N XA T o] 5 ARG 45, — kA1
IR AR GRUE M E BLR RS R . K0 Sl v H R G155 12 FE 11
SERBMEA KNS RAM TG K, Wi iE o 4ERF R 1 75 KA RF & H R FA
ANBITER, DA e A0 flan, 4. RIEMHXANESRT (Provan &
Milward, 1995); 4T, AWEFH, wLAIRECEE SR P 2 £ S A0 4 b, 1 A
IR B A VAN, BRIAT B BEAE R 7 2 I I R) 5 25 (Rl e, o) ) 4%
EMANN SR AWM (Provan & Milward, 1995; Provan & Milward,
2001) o FRAROOS T O 286 e i e U 1) il e A 00 T 2L (R SRR R e, (H2 & 28
(R PIA W9 28 S 00Ks Bk I LR TE B D) G R M 48 545, DL R S5 A O N A2 15
YR e (Provan & Milward, 2001; Meier & 0O’ Toole, 2005; Provan &
Milward, 2001), Wi{EAHEFENEME & BN QAN JF ER R Pl 3L
BRFMRNE L. W3 R SCRAER, FATTENE RS S P BUE B A (517
s LSBT S EARAT R, BT e s HLOC 7 Bk 55 A% 35 B 064 W 4
o[ ok T W 28 G 30mT LA 2 R 2l e

Hil: fEESHLORIRSALE b T S AE M 2%,
R ATBS0) S A 5 A G
H2: FEEHIRIRS AL I G At , AU BE 13h A 51T 0 5 4% 5
R ATBS) S A 5 A G
H3: FEFSHIRIRSALE I S EM b, AICERE R A 517 0 5 M2 51
RATES) BIIE A A G
H4: EEHIRMRS AL I SEMah, AIUE A WA A (54T 0 5 2%
SN ATESR0 BILIE A W AHC
o AEES LIRSS ALL T T GRS b, LRI BE P B A 73 22 15 I 48 S (AT
ZUR0 2BLIE [ K
H6: fEFSHLICHRSSALIE I 1 G 1M 2s b, BRI B 02 5 M Sk (T LS T0
SHLIE AR AR
o AEESHLICH S A P Ty S AR 2 b, HLOCZLZA IR 1 SR 55 4544 55 I 28 Sk (7
S0 S HLIE [ MK
: AEES LGRS ALIE I ) G2 R, R DL IS P RE S 5 M 2% S0 (7
S0 S HLIE [ K

VB RA NS 51T M 2% 5

L\\

g

H

a1

H

-3

H

@]

FEMT R Z R 2 I0E B A O 54T T R 28N 5. Bl AR
W I R AENLIRI R, A R A f ik 55 A 3 by 0 54
W b R 2 1 B BRI S A R N B L5 2 ) RO 45 R B (R R
TR T 5 A R P e P A A e MR IR Btk

O FBEH I 2 ) AL S S L TR N2 S E 1 ), LGN E (TR
L R R AT A, (IR 7 U2 SE R 5 R AR T



T AT 3 B i LI e 2542 328 B3 0 5 VR I 4 O IE SR 2848 (il L BT ) TR RS
HRUOCEARSS T MEEAE B E LA B P 0 G, n LA SCRF B 2E 45 R AL
W, HEMSEE A RS SR, S RTHHZRE ), A RN B
ErAEMR R R 8 AR AR R S RIF AR G B G ARk SSARE W T S AF M 2t K
Jol AR RSy S Tt e IR i (1 A LA

IMEJRIK Bl

HI (+) H5 (+)
{'Iilil'y\Huﬂ

H3 (+)

YR B
AIg

REE

H7 (+)

§

SR 55 45 A
LRt

WSS

W

H4 (+) H8 (+)

0]

B 1. BB

v Wt

AR & THEWT I (cross—section) MW TE, 5k Ui A 9T 1ok MR 25 77 =X
A, w3 AR A A 0k B 2 i A0 R BE 4R (Singleton & Straits,
2005:228-229), L i) 45 8 A BT A BT B, A BT T NS A R ORAGAT




2y LAREEAI R S 48 2 5 5 1A (Provan et al., 2005:606) . 7ERFFT#E
TR 3T LU A B R WFREAS . AR RE OSSR R, DL SR T T
s

— ORI

AT GBI EZOR AT/ BN G AFITE SR (perceptual data) . ££
IWHIPEAEE R 4 AL R IR AR, R TR AL B~ AV B A 51T
N, BLRIEIR A B, LRSS &K 3 2 18 B s s HLOC R 55 1% i bl g & 1 19
2. AEPAFNEITETERE, BATVEHR G R4 & ) BER S PTI T BN By R e, i
JUBCERSS TR E N GLEF RR, X TR B AT i iR .
WA, ROV BENLAIRE AR DL S T AR D, ARG A, AHESUE “ARBL
HAIFE” (nonprobability sampling) HH&”, EARZHITC, XA L EAE
HRF G SE55 1o AWFIER ) 2 T2 B G LT -1 =S BeE 55 B v ) BON SR
W 1 fs, APEECE 524 08 WIAE I 451 6y, FUBRICRR A 113 4y, A7)
R 3384y, AMEIEIE A 64.5% . W RAKH Babbie IFRHE, IXFEM [N F
TR A AE T LI ERT, Bk, AR A 1 i 5 LG AR A2 M g U L i A
M.

T FEARHRRME

FEARR P YL FEA AR E (Cohen et al., 2000:98), FriEFEAMMLH M
(FIEFEA ST R MR E LA (populations) [FIRRE, WM s, HE052 %
R A WSS . DAETE S 2 A AE RS IR R BRI (bW BUR . 678
) o FEIXRANTBSY, AT E AR E T, ZUIE I T BR% . PR,
2 RS TAELKERN, NABEAMRN. & 12X AMAEE LE
FR IR 51 2 LT it .

R 1L FEALRHIE

FRE ) & [EEiase
(D HEMRSE AR 103 30. 93%
TAEMER  (2) JBES AR 160 48.05%
(3) AT A 70 21.02%

© W TR K A R, R P B SR R I I AL IR L2y, AR oV 2 R
PABATTIE) SR W ARIE, 9] DU B v 5 2 R 28 ) 28 1R 10 Jg

PR “AENURAIFE 7 SIS TR I S IR PRI ARBENLIE R . TR AENUR IR, ARF R <L
EAAE” (purposive sampling), =545 I 75 2 M AR B 1) %l A Wik B R BEK (population) (1) 5L
7. (Singleton & Straits, 2005:132-133),

? Newcomer 5 Wirtz (2004 45 H [ 35 [A1 S % n B3k 2] 70 % 805w, s i@ 1 o R 10 1) 35 1
Pr, A YA 5 AN ) B AR RS [RDSCRA T 50 % A 70 % 2 TR), W RERT Eis H
LSk YA E (nonresponse weighting) i & 1) 7 2k ek /> A N flw izt s o, EEAT & O3 T T AR
BT, RS TR A TR D R ), X FE EEN 0 T B2 T4 A (Newcomer
& Wirtz, 2004:282-285) . Babbie (1998, 2000) WA 4 2 /AT 50 % [FISCRE 73 B B A BN BiE ™Y
(1, 53] 60% LA BIA N U1, ik E] 70% LA EBAh JEH 4F (Babbie, 1998:182).



(1) F& 25 8.09%
1 4% N ’

(2) EE% 284 91.91%
PER (D 54 83 24.63%
(2) &4 254 75.37%
(1w 39 11.96%
(2) ht 62 19. 02%
I (3) K2 197 60. 43%
(4> WLl L 12 3.68%
(5) H 16 4.91%
(1) 1% 3% 72 21.75%
(2) 4% 5 P& 130 39. 27%
s (3) 6 2 9 N5 101 30.51%
e (4) 10 25D E 2 0.60%
(5) A1 AR 23 6.95%
(6) H' 3 0.91%

TAERY P TARER 8. 35 4

1. TAHEHR

FEPBCTAE M L, AR SRS N e R — R RS A N B, LA I R AR
IREAE; AT REFETEE . NFS SR mEZl g N R NpEnET
FIRBAS TAEME N 5. FEA RS, AT LA SnAE & g A 510 30, 93%
(103 AR, Ja8:Mgs A B 48.05% (160 A7), LLEATELA B 21.02% (70
AN HTFXR =M TAEM RN ZER, BATAGE MM iSX =F TAEME RN BEA
AR 2 A FRE RO, BRIk, BRATTAT AT AR 25 763X = Fh TAE MR 7 BN B 7E
WSS EL M ZET, WNAEBEMOSIT N, VIRAEIT A, BLAMSEGRL
(RN 22 57

2. B4

AR g, 8 8.09% (25 AWk), AEER S 91.91% (284 AK) .
BRI ZE R A PSR fl, TEBSEEAEEEXN SRR HbRA
AV FAAEEE N 2SS (Rainey, 2003:283). T HAMAAMKIAR, fib
T AR GALRE H b BRAIAE; Bk, o DU 3258 53k 58 6 44
B AFLEHA OGN W AT R, LRSS A A i 2 =

3. Al

o T, M B2, IR E B B (Guy & Newman, 2004)
% HE . NERER, AN T E9 %0 (Meier, Mastracci, & Wilson,
2006) . A FEET (Alkadry & Tower, 2006) , LUK AFLIRSSEH (DeHart—
Davis, Marlowe & Pandey, 2006). AxLiH&EH, 5424524.63% (83 ANIK), L4
75.37% (254 N 5 AR, M EIEBRRGHE AT AR 20054E G0 i 4R, 76 B 4L
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212783 N Hf, R4S T-47 BOHL 2 1) 53 by 68. 22 % (147206 N) , 1 &P 4731. 78 %

(68577 N) “ 4R, fEGILTH B T AR P BN A ot R %, ERAEA
BVE AL N M5 L LI KARRR . AR & b BUR S v E R (E20054F 1% & Ak i
B A 55 N PR e AR, AT BLARE 55 A2 42. 83 % (22690 N) , A2 57, 17%
(30288 ). Ik, AT LLAIEMR 2 N &0l URRGX LS, &, U BEESS
P2, HEN P BRSSP TAE R Z Lobkas; R, @i AR PR R (T 5)
KBRS SEANGE RS NS e e #F £S5 (T=-1. 046, p=0. 486
>0.05) .

4. %

A E T, mPIRE11.96% (39K, L H19.02% (62 A1), K=
60. 43 % (197 A¥k) , #WF5THTLL F3.68% (12 A%), HEdr4.91% (16 AiR) « T LF
20054F 4 S VST BUWL OG5 215783 N, WFFTHT B E 2% 171510, 24% (22095 N),
KEEENL H27.88% (60158 N), Frf bk 535.08% (75696 N, fmyF RN dy
26.43% (57021 N), H&50.38% (813 A) “. MMM EIL  BELTELE
NS N ELEE DI, v LURBLLE & 6T P B 45 Bt AR P BN B AE 240
SERFIE, AR T EEAK N BT FE; ik, Eadbig)
B PT TAE ) BN RAEN ) U AR s R8T, @ AR A (T 5
MPBRELEIS S AL RN E It tE% 2R (1=-2.3121, p=0.104>
0.05) .

5. BR&E

AR T, 18 3RS 21.75% (72 ARD, 4 & 5 BR%E 5 39.27% (130
A, 65 9 145 30.51% (101 AK), 10 BRZELL By 0.60% (2 AK), 2N
B 6.95% (23 A7, HEH0.91% (3 A 16/ BUEES I s BRAS -+
WEEI P B I AT . T RS TR B, TEEEX R GV A% %
B ZE R HBR SR, ZESIb B4 o TAEM 7 BN S R SR Fh e 2 3
B CHEIYIREE R /SRS,

6. TIEER

HARBFU A Rl Be P 225, AH AR W — e A SV B U 1) o s ol A
(IR E 5250048, 2002; 25F57H, 2004). 1 H & 7E NS 8 S BR AT 5 s
X, A% CHRALED SO THE . Fr I EEAK . i HAHZUR RE R
MR A, H8)8 (Rainey, 2003). fEARINET, ZUiE BN
B TAEMERE A 8. 35 4F. Mifkdin 2005 RGBT A “EMBIFER”, BNE

CRMGEN, I ARG, 2007 4E 1 H 2 H, MEER hitp://www.mocs.gov.tw/index.htme
OB AR, GACTTBURF SR, 2007 451 H 2 H, Kk
http://www.mocs.gov.tw/index.htmo http://w2.dbas.taipei.gov.tw/NEWS_WEEKLY/sex/T7.xls

U EERAGHER, B H GEWRAGEMEL, 2007 4E 1 H 2 H, WY

http://www.mocs.gov.tw/index.htmo
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http://tw.wrs.yahoo.com/_ylt=A8tUyvRVVptFRzkBVWb01wt./SIG=13ut42e0l/EXP=1167894485/**http%3A/tw.search.yahoo.com/search/academia_np%3Fp=%25E5%25BC%25B5%25E5%25AE%25B6%25E5%25AE%259C%26ei=UTF-8
http://tw.wrs.yahoo.com/_ylt=A8tUyvRVVptFRzkBVmb01wt./SIG=13uu9qg4r/EXP=1167894485/**http%3A/tw.search.yahoo.com/search/academia_np%3Fp=%25E6%259D%258E%25E6%2580%25A1%25E7%25A6%259B%26ei=UTF-8
http://tw.wrs.yahoo.com/_ylt=A8tUyuqnWJtF5EQAxyz01wt./SIG=13ua9p744/EXP=1167895079/**http%3A/tw.search.yahoo.com/search/academia_np%3Fp=%25E8%2594%25A1%25E7%25A7%2580%25E6%25B6%2593%26ei=UTF-8

EATEHLR A5 NP2 15,46 4875 DL, BARAE & LT ;7 BUR 55 B AR
BN 53 AR BT LEAE

=, BRIERE N SHAZE

FEARTL, WA R 7 a5 R R (AR SfRAL R (LA R (/e
) 2 A7 % R A R L R AR ) ) 3 2 e W RUE P 4k (T=AR AN [
B 2=2AFRE, SEHRARE, 42RENR, =0 AFE, 6=F&E, =FFFRE) .

1. SRR MBSGHHAE

AHIFGEAEAET B W 24 GG BBk B T BN A AR, 3B BN 5
(75 FEIN S0 B B ) T R A S0 N6 8 Sk AR o 7 ) 26 1R 2358 0 1)l i
()45 & ) JE M Harry P. Hatry (1999) 4 Hi & ok ), A5 2 R AN 7
Ky TERMLIC H AR AR ARS ST E R . AR . RN e T
BAEEAEE (BN BRI T AR EE 5, DL R B R IE AT

2. ERTE
1) AN IR 25 2
P XA E RSN E . SRR, R E SRR, g5
HITTH] BT3B 61K DU/ IR 26 1A SCRRER T S5 e S, LRI E R e URIR R, 1 B4k
I EAN R, 1R 2 Fir:
A GERUIN 3 EENIAE NG S 5 H B AR RAT Ny, RS B S WA, kb
5 W 48 0 B (A8 S AR
B. g iR 3 : WM S 5HRM AU SV i, BN S 5% WRIFHE
NSRS AEREARA T AR
C. ViGN ER : BEAA X AW s, PTIEAS SO FR IR A AR OGN s i, #iik
S5 TPREWE TR .
D. BUVBAL IR 25 #E XM M-S WSS EIA LR e AL B AT,
DIRES I 4 2540 fltn, sem M egirisfEgi i, s m S
B, B0 HEhE 5.

2) WL Iy I s 2
AN BT T SCR S B, ALK 2 U o 2 B AT DA 22 A e 55
AR B B S P 5 15 BRSNS SR T, LU DL

ARG, E B ST RAGEM RS, 2007 41 H 2 H, WA
http://www.mocs.gov.tw/index.htmo

3 ok IR HETH] [ S 15 BE AT B WY 45 G0 15 S R AT S RGBT E B il H 2% 2 (A H
AN UE A i 5 B e & BAFAEIESE (Luton, 2007; Meier & Q' Toole, 2007); {ELEALE 1) /b H i
T8 48 S R B SCHR (AN Meier & O Toole, 2001, 2003, 2005; Jennings & Ewalt, 1998; Provan & Milward,
1995) FH1# 48 3 (W Choi, 2005) K #8337 L LLLH R G %00 i R A s M 4 g, HoPS Jm BN
PRG3R 7 I 2400 BE s B
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LS UMUK YA S PR B SCn R, i AR iR AR, ISR
3 PR:
A Mg R -BHEILE LB S E B3

LR 1) SCHR S TR, A8 AR 2 A B A BRI S B S R
o E, BRI E S BN IE L OGRS H bR 52 ROAR 73R, HLORTA) S-SR A B
SCFF, ASNFSNERGEIR A BBl s A5 S0 50 ik LR R 55 H AR50 AL RAR T
K, HURIANE L&A EE () BUE B M ZEliess . UL RS (5 BERHL
) FRWAHE R T ER S AT 7 5
B. SRS 55 4 AL TR A 3%

SRS 55 4 R T LR R LS A B, PATAT 55 5 BUR 7 8 (10 S 2 1%
BEZES, ML LA G IR RS AT ELIE S
C. A% LIS R 5 B S D 5

R OHLIR IR B 5 2 5 4 1 R HLOC (IX B 12 ROBURD) T iy i 2 45 ik 55
PG IEAT, LIRSS A 3 R HHE MR o

3. G AER

M8 B 10 Pk A o n) . PR M) SEoTce, AW S| 50 7 RE o
fti (Structural Equation Model, SEM), ity iyt =Ry ANFERE, PEAY
BRI ARG 71k BRI & AE SEM J& LI e AR ok 3R n, H M AR | 2 [a]
TR SRR R, Wk ZPTiE N =R (neasurement model). 48K, HIB AL
AP B — IR, O BIRE — 4L RE S MO S I I A SR S ) S5 M . i
FM S EMEME MR CR, WEtR7E SEM 2 Hh 3 £ 5 e AR &2 A
IR R R, [HIER T B4R (structural model). TE&5HTFET )
Hh— AN O JE IR (measurement error), UG TCIAY DA 2 MR K vk AR 5,
M DTV R R R4 4T 0%k (indicator scores) [JBkRAL 5 (residual
variance) ] T B K W (Kline, 2005:73 ). ] £ #5520 48 £ VF 45 2 & 20 )%
(convergent validity) 5X 2324/ (discriminant validity) BUFniE, DLA 25 fa A
=4 AR PR AL S 2% (nomological validity) lAR#E (Schumacker & Lomax,
2004:106) .

FEAMIT 9 Hh i A e 1) 4 A 75 R 3 2 A B L O R 55 A% 34 0 ) 5 1 R 2%
o, AICE BN A O ST S I ST e SR SR Sk, XA SRy
FEA AT AR R -

n (MBSO =B, (%0 + B, (B16) + B, Gtk + B, (4L + B;

(W) + B, (BdL=) + B, GRS G4 TH) + B,
ZOHERPMA S HEE) + ¢ GHERD
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®2: AMLEHEAGETAERNOERES . AERRERIT (CFA) 5RFE

0
| 2 | b | R
K% | s bl H A ¥ a
o | =
Q7 | ST A S RAMERI T (T B AR SR 337 |5.69 | 1.20
Q8 | Bt T R SRk B T EBUNHLOS CWIREUS . XA 337 |5.36| 1.3
(11 Bl
ERAC| QL0 | BT BRI AT E WA H RS, WARBE AR S OMESGIE | 338 | 5.74 | 1.06 | 0.83
faxey
QL1 | 527 BT BRI S W YR BB A oA E, WP prlalfg Ny | 338 | 5.38 | 1.33
HAC
QI3 | ST EE S —ES 5 ENENT, mEE S, i | 337 [ 5.48 | 1.25
2
i | Q4 | TSP EENALS, SN &I BUTAEIR IS 338 | 5.46 | 1.18 | 0.91
Q15 | 57 BT 5 RATAAR S AR & A B AR AR BEN 58 B &3 T A 338 | 5.54 | 1.21
QL6 | B/ I = T30l R 0 <A AH 24 i s B 338 | 5.18 | 1.39
QI8 | Bv /M I AT LA T ik 3 IR AR 752K 337 | 5.52 | 1.17
oy QL9 | v AT =4 v LLSRICK F IRIBUR 1 S RF 337 |5.33|1.19 087
Q21 | v T A AT LLSRECK 3 A I S FE 336 | 5.26 | 1.18|
Q22 | v T A AT LLSRBCK F R0 S FE 338 | 5.33|1.29
Q24 | BT RTINS T I R AR AR A AR A T B 336 |5.29 | 1.33
o1 Q25 ;F%WE%H?E%EC&AIWW%EﬁM%ﬁ%,mu% 338 [ 5.19 | 1.41
0.95
ke Q26 | T AN T I AT 0 A A 2 1 ) 337 | 5.21 | 1.36
Q27 | v P A AT DA RE AT R v, i prds il 337 | 5.37 | 1.24
Q54 | v T ERAE R P BUIRSS, Rl DA R AR I T K 338 | 5.77 | 1.01
Ri2% | Q55 | Bt/ TER AL UG, vl BLSE LG H AR 338 | 5.77 | 1.04 091
G| Q56 | Bt/ THRAL A S BUIRSS s AT DA A IR 25 T AR R 338 [5.72|1.08|
Q59 | v T ERAL I P BUIRSS, Rl DR SR ) b B 5 338 | 5.68 | 1.16
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R S HRA A EEAT A4t AR RO TS EEER

n T OF | b |5
ESE S i E Al | W | o«
N B % | =
v | Q33 | BT BT R T BURS:, U RS BUR 1 Bh ) 338 | 5.33 | 1. 30
ez 1 Q34 | s T A P BUIRSS AU L X B I 1 B 338 | 4.86 | 1.36 0 84
5 [ Q35 | B/ praR Bt S BURS, AUISICE S ) 338 |5.18 | 1.28 |
P8 [Q36 | 5t/ Irae Bt S BB Sy, Aok E T AT ) 338 | 5.23 | 1.35
Q39 | &/ T 2 RN RI 25 15 B D Ay S 0T, o g 338 | 5.55 | 1. 18
= [0 | & B2 i G AR 520, s R e s 337 [5.66 [ L15] o
sz [Qae | B s B W&, AT BURSS [t 337 15.89 ] 1.04 |
43 | SR SN RS, o /0 1E 15 1R A A 8 1 i 338 |5.58 | 1. 16
i F P TR BT 4 R BRI, AU S LR R,
fﬁ VUL 00 X 26 7 0 T S MO 2 L 2R 1. 337 | 5.42 | 1.28
iy |46 [ESROCM BURSr, Mg LA LARbE, 0 338 | 5.73 | 1.06 | 0.83
i AT | (RO BUR S, HETHIR g TR SR H b 337 | 5.96 | 1.03
048 | FERBE BURS,, A R Ak SR L B 337 |5.85 | 1. 12
0| Q50 | EQEURHE A B0 55 HHIC LA 1Y B 338 |5.13]1.23
PG | Q51 | BB B P B0 25 G B 1 ) 151 5 R e 338 | 5.14 | 1.20
HIPI Q52 | R i P BOll 26 107 3y 5 40k 336 | 5.42 | 1.14 | 0-91
U5 T Q53 | WU Bl 25 W0 A (R G5 R%) 337 | 5.46 | L. 15
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N~ BERGR S KI

gh k) T R e DU K RVE (maximum Likelihood estimates) i, XANJ7
R T REAC RS S N BRSO AL R 1 de KRR FE A v, e Jm dE N0 A A A
322, JEAh, XABERR T AE x P 1611.39, H N 502, P=0.000. ifj MK 2
FATTIR 508 IX AT AT DAAERE X 25 4% 46 % 1128 SR (1-res1=1-0. 54=0. 46) .

—. MREGEECE

M 4 1550, XAEEH 77 RE 20 NF1=0. 85, RFI=0.83, IFI=0.90, NNFI=0. 88,
CFI=0.90, L. RMSEA=0.08, LI E&ANFEFRWINFIL RFI. IFI. NNFI WA U 4)h
HHRE— P e ], (% IR AR FF A B AR R SR 56 10— 25k, BT DU E
TG ERIOE . FE, AHOCIERCFRAR A CFT 55 RMSEA B8 4745 1 FC A I b v

R 4 WK EAEAT A Sy RE s e 1 B

febr i B/
NFI 0.85 KT0.90
RFI 0.83 KT0.90
IFI 0.90 KT0.95
NNFI 0.88 KF0.90
CFI 0. 90 KF0.90

1./NT0.05 RIFER

2.7£ 0.05 5 0. 08 2 ] S REAGEIEN
3. 75 0. 08 £ 0. 10 2 ] % i fic

4. KF 0. 10 R/RARIER

RMSEA 0.1

=, BEAWE

M 5 FATIAF S0 S B AR 2 AN DR 35 1 D] 25 7 B K040 0. 65 F1 0. 95 2
) eA)iEil, AR EHRESEAE . BARTS, AR i
DA 25 for B TR

1) MW G0E 1 Q54 (B I ie iy Bk S, nl LAl 2 A=k DL Q55 (5%
FUBTHR AL P BOIR S5, AT LASE LG H AR D Q56 (51 BT A (1) 7 IR %5
AL RS R )L Q59 (B ) B i) ) B 55, ] DA e bR ivt i) 4k
5D 1Y ) T A R, bR AE A PR EE A0y i 4 i 2 0.90, 0.95, 0.90 &
0.72. Nk, FRATETLAENIE Q55 X M 4% G s i) sriik e ok, B AE % S it o 4% 451
. HUGE Q54 5 Q56, FiJE N Q59.

2) ML Q7 (537 B £ RN PR B s L RS ). Q8 (5%

FUTI R Sk B THEBURILRI R BUR . X AFTRIh B, Q10 (537 fir
BT I H AR, AR AR B OMEHGIESED L QLT (57 B &
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ERES WIRE A I E, W TR AR Bralak, HbRE A
ZHE N 0.67. 0.68. 0.73 5 0.80, [k, FRATHTLIANIE QL1 X483k 5t
Mkt R, BRENE SR ZERUE T . L2 Q10, FFILR A Q8, &5 M Q7.

3) Mz s M H Q13 (B3 i B8 SR B2 59N, mEESMm. o

4)

6)

7)

8)

o0 QL4 CH TSR P AT, MAHES) &I BT AEIRER ). Q15
Cot P T = A PR = A 5 N AR AR N SE - 0 TAE D) Q16 (5t P B
P T R S A A SR B Prdl s, AR N 55 i fer = o0
0.80 0.84. 0.87 5 0.88, [k, FAIn]LLANTE Q16 X3 A 1 vTpkER, fefe
g Wesh VER . HE Q15, FRELCH Q14, FeJa b Q13

MG B Q18 (B BT /A nl DL T ik 1 IR 5 =KD~ Q19 (52 )7 Fr )
FETLRECK [ BBUS SR Q21 (B It 8 vl DUSRECK [ K 5
Fi). Q22 (P ETREE W LLSRBCK A R HSZRE) Bralak, HAriEfb K 2 0
oA 0.81. 0.73. 0.70 5 0.88. [k, FATAr LLANE Q22 XF v 1k 1) 71 iR 1
K, mAEW S MEWAER . JL0E Q18, FILIC Q19 &5k Q21

MRS th Q24 (52 BTG 8 0 T 9838 R0 AR A 24 3 B
Q25 (5T BT 28 6 19008 R BEN TAE R = A A 35 B, - 2205, Q26
Coe 7 P 0 TS R R A 29 0 B ). Q27 (B P iy 24 ] LA
PERE A (VA I, 0 BT 5230 Frdl s, HhrEf R 2 ffar 200 0. 91,
0.94. 0.93 5 0.85, Kk, FATnr LLANIE Q25 X R ALK vrwk e K, HAEWS )
WA PELLAE . O Q264 Q24, Htfah Q27

1M e YR L= 5 B 2 i Q33 CH 7 T AL 10 7 U 25, 204 i X 8= 1 B
B. Q34 Rt P Bk S, i X A BT D Q35 (51 fT
PAL P EUIRSS, AU e S BT B ). Q36 (BE7 BT AL S BURSS . i
sk BT RAM BB Brdlpk, HAruEALIK 2= A&y 0. 79, 0.77. 0.78 5
0.71. DRI, ATl LD Q33 X #t it = 5B I ok i K, S REHE I Ik B¢
AL 5 I AT N . HUOR Q35, FRHIKCN Q34, Hah Q36.

M B 2= W2 Q39 (&% 7 it 2 T Pk 4545 B2 1 b o =1, il P U B
ML Q40 (557 BT 2 RN A Ue % b oy 11, wiE i 60T & ). Q42
(e i fE SR %, AT P BURS 4. Q43 G P iS4k
A4, RMEANSRAWMEEE) Fralm, HisuEfLR £ fifrERA 0. 80,
0.78. 0.78 5 0.77., [Hitk, FATTLLANIE Q39 X5 B EM ik &K, S AN
RS B I 1 GEAT . L2 Q40 5 Q42, FRHIKCK Q43.

111 SIS 55 S5 R ELAR U i Q44 (o2 B A1) UM 55 (08 BE SRS, Uit e

PBLRIBC S, WEE X AP T S A BOR 2 EAL . EASTE A Q46 (FEFE
PO BRSSO i AR e, o g HEBERD . Q4T (FESE AL Uik
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%, PRTFIRS SRR H AR ). Q48 (FE3Rft T BUIRSS, T B AR T ok S
T EYE ) Prdlpl, HARMEAL I = i 0.63. 0.704 0.93 5 0.84. A
B, BRATTRTDUAIE Q47 X SREmE 5 5 M AR 1 B EAT A ok, I Aets X
e SR 5 h M AR P 1 B AEAT e LU0 Q48, TRV Q46, fa i Q44.

MAZ OO B IR 5 34 )2 B Q50 (RO IBUR A 7 B 55 AH ¢ B IR B8 350D
Q51 IR B 8O 55 AH OCEAL 1) 1) f 5 R D Q52 CRGIBUR) s ) B0k 5%
MG 55050 Q53 CIRIBURIHIT P B0k 4 450 H b Can RS & 556 ) 1T
MRk, HARUEMRIZ AR 0.87. 0.90. 0.80 5 0.83; ik, FRA1wILL%N
8 Q51 X AZ ALK 5 B A DTk de K, B BT S A% CoML IS P 1 55 3 3 )
SVER . HOZ Q50. Q53, HJE M Q52.
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R 5: WEARSHALREAAMEERRZST (CFA MisELERATE

- PrifEfl e FRUELL
Q54 0. 90 Q33 0. 79
M55 Q55 0.95 L Q34 0. 77
4 Q56 0. 90 B Q35 0.78
Q59 0. 72 Q36 0.71
Q7 0. 67 Q39 0. 80
. Q8 0. 68 e Q40 0.78
o Q10 0.73 frr e Q42 0.78
QL1 0. 80 Q43 0. 77
Q13 0. 80 Q44 0. 63
25 Q14 0. 84 FME 5 451 Q46 0. 70
K Q15 0. 87 HAK Q47 0.93
Q16 0. 88 Q48 0. 84
Q18 0. 81 Q50 0. 87
Ay Q19 0.73 AW IS Q51 0.90
Q21 0.70 WL Q52 0. 80
Q22 0. 88 Q53 0. 83
Q24 0.91
, Q25 0. 94
BB Q26 0.93
Q27 0. 85

=. WERFEIE RS

MR 6 KIVEEHLCH S A VEM 452 HEERL. B, TEf. k. #rlidt=5
i FES B ESMEM . Z OV SIS, MM S 3 e
. HoARUEALI A E$ R 0.05. -0.18. 0.36. 0.05., —0.14. 0.16. 0.59 5
0.05; Uk, FEARMUKIER 95% 2 F, FATTn] LANTE WS 5 250 BAK ) Dk 9 2%
g N (B s 6 Jor) s HUOE B == (ke 7 30r) o HE R IRIL = 5 B EA
AT W EGRHETE, EDUEER S 5 FEA KA
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R 6: WAEACE WA AR R A) 1) Z Bl T {E

SRR MBSR

[SES FRUESEA TTHE PRUER
ZRRK 0. 05 0.15
B -0. 18 0.18
Wtk 0. 36 0.19
HIHAY, 0. 05 0. 10
PRI 5 P ) -0. 14%x 0. 05
(PSS 0. 16% 0. 09
S5 g M BAK 0. 59k 0. 08
ZOHLRh iR 535 0. 05 0. 06
res 1 0. 54 0.03

*p<<0. 05, *¥p<<0. 01, *k*kp<<(. 001

V0. Rk

MEEA RS, WR 7 PR, £ 95%EBUKIET, 4k fmur 71 &
6. 7L W, FEENICHR S AL B AR, LIS B # R
B, 2 UK R R B R (BB 6) 5 T ERS ML OGRS A8 ) 1 &V M 2
HLCIH] (R S B G5 A B BB, 2R U THRE BE BB (e 7) (U 38
POLE 5 P 5 M2t S R IR W AOG . AR MG BRI, AT it
R G (S AL 20 P 5 DX R0 ARG BB AR A TR 1 ) AN B B A AN 3R A S s A
I ACEs: driyy gl MR TACE T EE R
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%7 BRRIECE
L, GO
R B SRR BRIl

SRR (BB 1) + +
2 b1 (% 2) + -
e (B 3) + +
VAL (fEik 4) + +
PHEICE 5 B (3 5) + —*
fr 7= (B 6) + +* v
SRS L5 45 R T (1B 7) + +* v
BRI B 5 (i 8) + +

R INAT
B BIREGRITIR

XA G A SR SCHR R UL, A AT] 3 5K 2 T8 s 4123 R B B B )1 B AE IR G R
i, SANHLLL 3704738, Provan 5 Milward (1991) A I AR 55 A% 1 1
HrAE W 45 1) = B OTHRAE T AR R R IR 55 2 th L 2R e £, (H B i 4 55 VA
WA IR AW B LIS LA B S 3 A IR 25 A B, AR A S, BRAFA LR
RERS A2 IR 255 DAL, RS ast X 2 R s e i — MR 5 5 vk B
% (0liver, 1990) . 1REARM), XAMBUEIRAT B, e 2L anfa i b b 71 & 1F
FiZE, DIBRALIXSUARSS (Provan & Milward, 1991:415).

MG AL B S BTSSR IT R, BATTA BN R (4 0 75 A A4 o s 73
Ty HLORTA] A SRS B S5 R AR 1 1] 7 Bl - M Z8 SR, (B AL IR AN B A e %
PR 5 B . [RDBZ BT B B (KT 9 (k) - LG OV 55 4% 34 W 0 5 AR I 2%
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FE L 25 R 70 1 18 85 WL 5 e 55 A% 35 B3 3 45 A X 2% 1K) SR 8 2 T 1] R 2R
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The Empirical Study of Interagency Collaborative Service Delivery Network on the
Household Registration Services in Taipei City Government

Abstract

The efficient interagency collaborative service delivery network is comparatively
important when the bureaucracy fails to work well in public affairs. This research
employs the literatures of public network management to construct the model of
interagency collaborations estimated in our research. As a usual, two research streams are
discussed in public network management with the observed unit of the household
registration of Taipei City Government: how the collaborative behaviors and roles of
public network managers and the collaborative behaviors between and within public
agencies contribute to the network performance of interagency collaborative service
delivery network. The data sources are mainly draw from subjective perceptive data of
public managers and public administrators who response for household registration
services in Taipei City Government. The research methods of descriptive statistics,
correlations, reliability, confirmatory factor analysis, and structural equation model are
employed in our research.

The response rates in this research are 64.5% (338/524). In statistics, the the factor
loadings, reliability, and the goodness of the fit for structural equation model(SEM)
satisfy the “best linear unbiased estimator” (blue). The findings show that the resources-
sharings between and within the agencies does not benefit the network performance in
household service-delivery collaborative network in Taipei City Government, which
challenge the celebratory viewpoints from some public network management literatures.
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This research also finds some factors such as sharing of information, and the integration
and coordination of strategies and structures, are helpful for network performance in
household service-delivery collaborative network in Taipei City Government. Our
research framework and finds can be employed in health service and transportation
service in the future research.

Key Words: Network Management, Service Delivery Collaborative Network, Individual
Level, Agency Level
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