B AT S 6 ) 14

Tl AR B 5T 204 P 55+

HEEAMNPESRAA LR R ENE INARERL ) —F BERALY
BRI AR > B B EFK A BRIPIRE PR EREE, EAAR
BEERRER ) AHHFROME TEARAEREIWARERE ) B
BB FAERTARAE A GRS KEH AT BT LM% - KR

TR M R LT RATE S ABER AR RS MELERRGYE o

x4 =
RN 3

HL WA A T BRI S » B2 (Comprehensive rationality) » H
BBl (self — actualization) » K B A4k (rational \ self —interest) » BjHE ¥ (dyn-
amic homeostasis) » JE I (satisfying) %% » #AEH A & (practitioners)M & » UF
U A B P B0 49 B S8 BT TE (Catron and Harmon, 1981:540) » BB A BEH AL - #

* KB ECARBEATESA—8 M EEARILASS  PRATBESHBS K EAD
Poobge [ ALEFRBAREPRLHANE I FPER TS LEFERHARBTR
ER, BRI AXLFHONE S MG E > AHAEFLEHERARRALZIZHR -
* kA By AAT A AT BB TP &A%
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2R PN Y i

A ARSI AL B PO AE HE > LABOSF AR th 19 [0 0 0 45 & BEME 1H 8 199 %6 2 Denhardt,
1984:179) » ‘B AT RERARYIF A Magy » A0 4E 7L BT 4 (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:61) ;
[RIRFSEH (academicians) W H B A28 » A EHA B R8N 4TS (nuts and bolts) »
M K BE R 3 — RERE i B ML (Denhardt, 1984:3) » ERAFEH (36— BLEERE (ax—-) PRGIEIE
RERIWIBH o A L0 B 2 R S SO T A% M 6 IR BB 1 B 1125 LA o o T e A SO 0
T EFHAR B S HCEBA A ES TH » 32 FRRETHH19 [ K234 | (conspiracy)
(Catron and Harmon, 1981:535) o

H R AP RSB A AT UK B 52 SURE T 7 T A W0 A AR B — (L A 3, BB
FHEBEK (rational science model) SREFRETIZY » PR LI 3 BL BRI 1 B 78645 B35 s , D)
B A B S R BON IR B AL & D3k efficacy ) FIE (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:393) » ff
SERRRRT L B B B A SEAT U A R B T IE 2 A9 ELRR (legitimate contributions)(
White, 1986:22) » (134T R HEH MM BEA T HMEH  REEMNE , 45F
77 16 3 R ) By R MR I B S B MR A I T T AP 258 G Py ) M P A T o
SIHB P AMIBA A (Denhardt, 1984:152) > 775 PIAA 3647 BUE IR 35033 7
WXEMAE R =) » EIBES 5 M BIE > B e EE

KB B BESUE M (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:3)M4M8 » FLil# B Rt @ RLE b ) & am
R EHIBF 88 objectivist approach) » RBE #3635 M R FEHTST BUHLHIBE 3 I L
AR £ (subjectivist approach) > REEMERY - K1 LERE FRBAZBNTITORE Y

it #5 M (Bailey, 1968:129 - 136) 8 H /A HATEAN SCBVE > [0 PURERISS : 3k 0 — — IR RS (De
scriptive— explanatory theory) » B (Normative theory) » SR (Assumptive
theory) BT RMMH (Instrumental theory) > fiHarmon andMayer (1986:61) B EFHHHF
» R RS B R AR AT a0 8 B B P PR I AR A — R B SR — (R P R 0 B 55 - BRI STAT TS
HRERE®ER 2RI s B A TR e s 3 S e e g HHRZ AP EIR -

FEZ ¢ R BB (practice) » BISCHET B ERES FOH B R TARE - MipractitionerS1FTBA B
CHEBAR - ATEEMR -

RES ¢ BNTEA ST BOU Y R BB R BB BRI SCE RS > A 2 S . (1989:110 — 111) »
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SN HEAT By ST MR B R

T, XA IUAL B VB (R BIGR GrrD > AR GO BLTEGR (R
£ MM R - AR R R B HEER e Y B IRTRER
BRI R > ESARRI AR  Heh EA MR A5 S SRR R I 6 R AR RT k
s (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:2) o FIMRE T 6 B G R BLIFAE B A A 2 SN 2 38
S8, IREERHR R M TR A& MR E R M B AR BRI » R 24638 (identification)
L R 5 A T 2 A B AR L S 5 5 U B O SR T BRI P RE R A R
MEAAS B > AR > LUK — B A P R 43R 5 R L T B AE S SR 5 1 7
universal laws) FiRARERHER B HEFLGRLN T RERZBABCENE
Wy 5 AbARBE L B S B AR (understand ) B A DA 1R 46 1E SRR M A CRTRBLAVHLS »
il R R AY 5T 2 AR [ 8 B 25 ¢ (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:288) » fibffi#ifeE
# —SMETERE (reality) (HABBFS s MABSRTIS » SEGETMEEN (relativistio) 3 &8
, FBRBUR S —#E [ OFHE | iHEF (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:3) °
ST R BRI BR » RREARRA R SR T R EARE BN TR - —FR
FT > EARR I AR Bl Jet8 » (BT AR B84 BAMBURAL R ER — — &l
BRSO i 4 1 A B e BT M F S R B AR » TERR I T > AT ISR

SEPY  AEE R ST R E B R M A (essence) » BN [ MBLEAE | RERMAFTHE  HHRNEEN
VAT S ARSI WA SO G5 B R EAER (realism) M TR 5 i EMERAM G ERERRE
B AR RA TS » AR SR ABGISRAEY BEREM4ZH (Nominalism) i £
2% (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:287) °

SE SRR R ETHBMRRIEE (fact) Bk AT e SR SE > FLPERLAM » Sth) s SRR
R YA > SR SRR TS S B REAETE H Bt T R B R T A S SR
BtEY  Harmon & Mayer, 1986:287; Burrell and Morgan,1979:1-8) -

S AR A B S HE (nature) S ERESeRPEEL AR BEAHRRE Vol
untarist) SEEAMERERSMEE - B EM TIASBRER 5 RERE (Determinist) RIS PN
VEFT S AR 4345 /1 (causal forces) FTIRAE » TR RO £ E TE (Harmon &
Mayer. 1986:288 —89)

Pt FRBIRE FEEm E SR TR S AR B % R A BIl 9 nomothetic) ¥k 5 L#8
BEHm g EENRLIREEER AT O R B A R SRR AR E A
1523 MRS (frame of reference) EF > TR N » AR (ideographic) BT E#H (Harmo
n and Mayer, 1986:289—90) °
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CDRCREYNE Lo yae i

BREOFRREEEME  FRL R RMR (QFEER ) o7 AR i 8 5 5
BHBFHE G EREFEEOMA  TEBS ENPRRERAER DY, DR aR 2
RATEMER IR & B 895 MY > A 4308 (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:285) o fE ¥ 5
AMEET R P BNE EE SRR SRS BAIR > B, FRE—EEE
B (a form of action) » BE T FLHEAT B M IR A3k ( 3585 ) (Harmon and M:
yer, 1986:285) » MR T EHEBEHM » FHERAMSRNEENHET -

R11 SHHEHSHENEARE—BR

FR-—EEES
HER2 R SR HERBEEWEETREE
AR
ME4 5% ( Nominalism ) « — |E7E#®H ( Realism )
( Ontology )
B AR
REEBEFH Anti—positivism )| <« — B FE K ( Positivism )
( Epistemology )
Nt
& A H# ( Voluntarism ) - — |BREHR ( Determinism )

( Human Nature )

VikeS
REHIHFR Ideographic ) - - | RS ( Nomothetic)
( Methodology )

HH#H & ¢ Gibson Burrell and G.Morgan, Sociological Paradigms and Organizational
Analysis (London : Heinemann Educational Books, 1979), p.3.

B > B35 =~ = IUEIA L BRI IR S B (ERER  AR -
AERRET AR ) o MY e O BB TR R SR - B T B T R B (R
Wy mb BB AES T S SRR A A ST BT BURCIR I R 45 eh 5 LR -
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8 HEATIBOE SRR B R

2.1. KR

BB T E P 2L E(Comte) > A% i HERR 38 (Wittgenstein) SLAE LA 5B (
Vienna Circle) &ﬁfﬁi%iﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ$ﬁ%ﬂ?ﬂ@l*$I%%;’@%E‘Jﬁ%’iﬁﬁ » AR
B AR [ AR I BRI ) RAHIRRBIAS AL ERE LB EEA T RER
(Behaviorism) HLiE/E 338 (Operationalism) ( BEE > R79:360—62) » MESKELEY
B ch B AGE W, (A S E R ESPREE EEA e BHER Iy B B o

2.2.BABE

— TR EE A R EAEE

(D ERR a7 i > IR AR B R B EAL RS ATT T fib P B AR (Kno-
wledge Acquisition) BHE— AL A Bei i B KRB I AR FAL g B4 (Fay,
1975:18 — 9; Denhardt,1984:154) °

QAR %ﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%izﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁ&‘ﬁ?i@ﬁ@%%ﬁ%é}%&ﬁﬁz%ﬁ%%%%(detach, objec-
tive observation) » MM EIEEREE MR RE BB RBEHEY] 1 1%#% (Harmon
and Mayecr,1986:287 — 88; Burrell and Morgan, 1979:5) °

(3)Reks B4 BRFEAE » EAERRER BT HMERIER e B2 R RS TR
2 (presuppose) » HARREINA B TR FIBi(Fay,1975:65) °

(4R 3g 10 B R RS Ak > DAGESRRE B ] AR AT o RS T B R L
SEEHAT/S > ST » R th—EE BRI E TR (Van Dyke, 1960:22—4) » Hf#
RS LUER > T4 LA (Denhardt, 1984:155; White, 1986:16) ° A MAE S &
[ sl A Er > SRR SR —ETREE A ARCH AL R R R IEFE(Fay, 1975:43)

(5 30 BT R A B AR IR T e > BB £ €5 LR A T T Ak e > B ER
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R 7 B A BB 4 - T 0
$ BRI JE /T (Denhardt, 1984:155) «
2.3 8 1w L B R BARR Y R AR

ﬁ%fﬂkﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂ%@ﬂ,%ﬂﬂﬁ:ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁ%iﬁbﬂ%u&ﬁ%
FREREEE ) KE G R EE R A 0 (White, 1986:17) o 17 B2 % 73 ) SRl B G 1T
R KRR P76 SE B8 2 i B M T BUM % (rational theory of administration) » [AIBSERS A S
A LA B R 5 BT SRR ER R R o B A AT BB ) % AR LT S A AT S 1 B A
White, 1988:17) » 1B R RRBLTR I/ PT AE A THT LI e (BT o DA% O 1 AT 25 AT A
HBAERARRE o dFEAT SR ik - PR TR RE 5, i
P AR RSB > 75 B AR Ot I B4 9 07 ¥ (Fay, 1975:41) o

R E R 2 AR TR SR O D S R 5 0T R R T A A B R R
A RESROERRE [RRE ) > I e TR AR BRI T |, AR
FHLMENEEIAI T ) > BRI S B4R (Denhardt, 1984:158) « AdLf7
ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%=E%R%¢%ﬁ@§ﬁmiﬂ,mﬁﬁﬁké
%ﬂﬁ@@@%%ﬁu%i[ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁaﬁZﬁakmmmumdWMmJ%zmmﬁ
mz,%wﬂﬁ%%Q&E%%ﬁﬁwmmmﬂmmmmy>u%%ﬁ%kﬁ%%@ﬁ%ﬁ
MIREE(Harmon and Mayer, 1986:394) o [f]B B  BRaEEhMETE
%%ﬁ%ﬁ%,%Eﬁ%wmwmwiﬁﬁ%@AWbEE%ﬁm,EE%@AWE@%ﬁ
%Eﬁ%ﬁﬁZ%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ?%%:ﬁMRMmmw’Z%u@m%a%K%%%
MIBLR > 8RBT 0 A a5 (Knowledge acquisition) BIHFZ838 58555 (
Denhardt, 1984:158) » 7% R U3 R i BT G 69 000 B0 ey 0 S P WL o
s 1AL 5 7T 28 8 s B €1 2 T B MI B (Fay, 1975:68) o

%i%ﬁ%ﬁ$ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%%~ﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁﬁm@ﬁﬁ%&T@&mﬁéﬂ%@E
%%ﬂ%ﬁ,%A%E%E@%@%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬂﬂ%o
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25 FAT B L W AR

A+ %4278 % (Interpretive Theory)

3.1.B MR

SRR 0 B BT E W 1 R (Kant) 8B BLE # (Idealism) » FE R EERT £
2% R 48B3 (Sensory experience) AL AIRkA) T H AR > BEAERE RS T I R A TR
Cxsp |k DA s T ASEER ) AR 58 (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:227) ©
fb EEE BRIk (a priori knowledge) WA G T T EHACBR A B I R FEEERS Y » 78
NSk PRI S Ao R M MBRERY > #5355 R TR B AORHIM LR ~ 22k > 4
T BT - SoBp AR B S A ME B, BRI B M (mind) EY » T 2R R0t
RSB AISk 2 PEAER (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:227) « AJHBTATE Y 5 72 48R
S B S B B T AR (ELE T AR (Rt A R Y SR U
B, B AR EREARREANEZ (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:227) °

KA (Dilthey) W3ZE HRBHERRA Y E MR ISMEBER » T SCRHRRZ B0 A
SR M PIAEO R > SCAL B 2 AR N E SR I AME R BL » KT IO BLR AR R KLU
WE@%W%%%&KﬂGﬁndumdeym1m&mmo®%ﬁE£%1%ﬂ%%§—
LI HE R (verstehen) BSEEBEMMIBIZ 7 B » Fl B AR AT NLERE M SR > A B 3%
TEBEAMO TR S 2 NEETE WSMERBUR B E AR N L e R » B
i 8% 7 B (method of verstehen)Ti##%|# (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:229) <

E{(Weber) B ife— ST 25 0BT B A BEEEK o TEH T at F AR > 1
I B S R L B TS F M (meaning) o AL BRI E BRI AR R RE(
interpretive) + FRHI MM ETEIE ERMEME R > R BENRBR S BSH SLEE
g, SEEy —EEBRAREES (B B AL e 2 H LA AAT 8 (action) L ERR
{415 3% 2% L% (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:230—31)  H#/(AT & LT NELHE WA
FESE, RTPERERETEN R AR B0 ETIE o

B4 B 5 ] E W (Husser]) 35 B Sk BE A SR R S 4F0 8 7 R MR ) 432 52 R BR AL
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SLBUAR B BRI

IR, o BT » SERA W 338 1 B (intend ) AR B (04 A% » BIMAR SEIE REROSESE T A pkge
HB5L | (what is out there) » ZHEHEHHIMER /B R RIS R F 2 (Harmon and Mayer,19
86:291) - F{H(Weber) 3 #H: (subjectivity) AR K AENFERSRMER P, B
BRI T NBATED > B0 R B AR SR B S O R A FE A B S
kI AR HEA AR (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:292) o ST 524 #7 22 (Schutz )45 &5
FETH IR B R B S A T 0 ok B BT B A 7 774 B 52 8 (Existential Phenomenology) » it
PHREEW R AN G i RO SMERBBHR > MR o R R S -

AR RIS G R 07 X Je4H B XT8R2 X Z £ 4 (intersubject

ive) » PARATEI A S TER B A% 6B B B T RA AWK/ (B

urrell and Morgan, 1979:138) o |

RGP LT 5 5 B AR (verstehen) MIBLARMEME—BL@REN TS , T8 2 —

AR RESAE H R AR TS P A R M ALBR (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:293) - £72% & 3 FIBRAL Y
WERF > W (Heidegger) » Y44 (Sartre) K 6 #3532 (Merleau — Ponty) JiyE i 5%
BH > WTER AL Er A KRR AL AR R B T (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:293) o &
% (Silverman) # [ 17H)2 %5445 | (action frame of reference) » M55 (Harmon)f§ | /5
Th#i J Caction theory ) » PARBHR45(Kirkhart) 954 41454558 (consociated model
of organization) Bl H A £ F1E o MR 19 4144301k (organizational culture)BF5E » 1%
TEF B AR AL AN P BB EEEE IR » Has TR A E B M (White, 1986
:16)

3.2.BKEE

RO > BT B (Action Theory) » ¥ETH (action) i 53 & 2 1511 (in-
tentional) » 17 (behaviors) Hl#% 4 (Catron and Harmon, 1981:536) » TEEEE RN
L ST AT A A A S AR B B PrER IR AR R B 178 (Social
action) &R REE AR » 738 5 AR FR T GG 3L 0 0 25 5 7T LA ZRAE « 4632 LIS (Catron
and Harmon, 1981:537) o @ FEBFHLE3 K L (understand )47 B 4 11T 66 35 3608 F 4t € i
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oS FAT By LB R A R

5 A 2 0ATEI L R BIA S4B (White, 1986:16) o EAEAHA ~ RSB E AL
hA R IMERBES E, MERGTEHE A S MBEERB MMM ESHETE (white,
1986:18) » A FEE A SWBEEBEMEEEN » THERMEMAER (LB
), HEEE ke BAMBREEREMS L > B8R [ 2H5 (enlighten) 3LE
FEIE AT IR SR E R B DR s 5 1R A B O P K S
AR IL | (Fay 1975:94,103) °

B AT B M R > A R BLEEREM A BRI (White,1987:350)

(BB GRS » SRS R RERTHNRR  MIEEE RN ERT IR

(2047 B 38 B O SE A~ A0 2 BB EC R S R EH T E TR M ER
ERESWASABR ;

(B B E R A B @ B E R B BT RSB TR AR AL
RS mRE  RSERTEAEATEE B HHEX -

ML B SR Al A R BB R A H i £ 1 A (Communicative understan-
&@>uwa1m%4wﬂkmmm“mdwmmwwﬁm,E@%mﬁfﬁkEA$¢ME
B ARER [ SRR A AT AEME | (MaCarthy, 1978:56; White, 1986:16) » #t(Fay, 1975:82) %
%%ﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ@ﬁﬁ%Z%ﬁmﬂa%%%&%%@ﬁﬁiﬁm%m
BB o

3.3 HIERATEHENRER

#7833 F (action theorist) 25 e T R 1 R PR R 8 R — BT B IR R K
ma@m>7%%@%Eﬁﬁﬂﬁ¢%ﬁéﬁmﬁﬁmMmm,w&mm:%%@%ﬁ*
ﬁ%ﬁ@%%ﬁ%\%mﬁ@ﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁﬁkﬁﬁ%ﬁ%&%o%$~M%%=%~@%%
%IW%%%%%%%%%@E%%%%%,E%ﬁ%ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%&lﬁ%ﬁ%
@%mwmm%w%%%wmmm>ﬁﬁ@amma1%mm;ﬁ%%%%w@ﬁkﬁﬁ¢
’ﬁ%IA%IW%%%%ﬁ%,%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬂmmmﬁ?%ﬁ@EME?a%%
BB T R A Y & # (meaning) PR HAERT AR 0 RAEERA G B
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B BRI B B R AN

R ANTSLSE AT AL € Y e B AR R 5 DA AT R AR MR SR A SRR AT
JE(White, 1986:16) » | HATERMEEE BATH & — A RATH &0 BB » HEFE
FEMRAEA B ATREE L | (Fay, 1975:82) o MR RR S % k4TI 5 A — it (it
RS 2PEEE ) > FEMAMARKED (REARBEENEIEZ) > EBBHIGRE
BAAR > FTEE A BEHIET B R ILE D3 (efficacy) WM » fE M BIB R BT o

BB E— BRI > ETBCER TP UARY R > EBEE K2 TSR
S EW Y > Moy BB B R 52 B2 (White, 1987:363) o {HA —MEBI4L » BI Argyris and
Schon(1978) %[5l {8 2238 3% (theory of double —looped learning) B & Schon(1983)
R A R BB B (theory of the reflective practitioner)(White, 1987:363) » RifiB
i % T L B L Y B AELRAT B 5 B R 1 B 1 PR DR R B0 5 A R T A R
B8 A B A AT > AP R B S R AT 5T B3 ) () B 15 (W hite, 1987:36
3) e

A AR B E R B RE TR Sk, H—  ITE S AL LI
(resistance) R E Wk (insight) - MERE T HRB—EFNARNEESREQ S
HAGED > SUERRRER KRR K 5 W H A HIE A T » Wl B A REIRIE (Fay, 1975:
90) 5 H» BRFEEEEE T RSP £ (conservatism) » B H 5 — B F A€ 54 K 04 M4
P (continuity) » M8 T A€ b AT REAI B R G5 HEITASAEA9 8458 (change) » B % W B+
BRIEE R BREDTR AN AL G BT 2 > BB A AP B O R B ARG
I (Fay, 1975:90 -91) > R0 2 MEHH 19352 Bk (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:302) ;
H= BETHESSZHR (domination )i A T #1381 o 52 853210 25 3 TE 8 (false
ideologies) » MBI X FEEERRE] T A B i EAIIAE S > B AT Z 4 (Denhardt
1984:167) » FRULEETI G » SRR RN HR B 2 5 WIH IR T A B S B3 A 2 B
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AT SR B 5
B\ 3R #4(Critical Theory)

4.1.F IR

S5 o B 2 R — TS D A OB LR R R > R T R B E R
B LR TRRYE o MIRAER R WA RS T M AT AR R e R
2 SR s A R R (understand ) 15 (EE R K HEE T 0 B 3 ) A b (eritique) BB AR
RIPER 5 BB T A A B BEIR A8 (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:279)

) B 3 T 3 ) 2 B AR TR (Hegel) LS » hREFS -

[ A R A R BT (fact) BELEE T B B HOBRAL » BT RIERE gLt
B TAER R 2218 B S Bi7E B #(in the present) I EEFBMEUAR » (SRR A BT > &
8 TAE RS A (act of critique) 1152 (Denhardt, 1981:629) |

By (Marx)#EH S 1 2 EE AT AL € 9 5 4 (domination) B4 » R R
T R AR B M TR > T LR Bt #r Bl4 A TR (Harmon and Mayer, 198
6:317 — 18) » B LT 4R b A0 R B L (eritique ) i A F IR > AL 8 R AR B R TR B
r A S Sk 7 2 E A P A M R Y SRR (relation of domination) - AW FEE X B &
ARG A AL T - £E LA L B (1840 SR P E B T B A LR EW
He AR TR MR AR AR R 5 BB T R 7 AE A W SR Y 2 7 205 (Feverbach) s
T — {38 14 #RHCIT 2 (emancipatory philosophy) Z# : AW & §HE K (self - con-
sciousness) » A HEANXE IE B g4t By A 77 (94L& (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:281) - HAHE
TR TR A5 A R R TR B A E B AR (Weber) s vk B M4k (rationalization)
Gz - BEAR BB B 15 BB L (bureaucratization) R R ER R R PR
TIRGFMTORE S » AR d A EABO R P AL RS B F R AR A L BB
#4137 (marginal status)(Harmon and Mayer, 1986:318) ° MR H RS A B
T3l e B, EER N EEAAEEE - AETER > A BEER . FE - BEFER
ml B RLE S M THRAEE T SRR AT BRI — R — 4R IEE
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B ST I A BB AR 7N I

BRBFAARBEE DL > SR SRR A BB AL & 8B L B Ak S A AR
(Harmon and Mayer, 1986:318) o ¥ # ( IS H ) REWBEHBFNEAFE N
B> 8R4 L3 (Bernstein, 1978:182) o SitHIBGRAYHAE M BH BAE MR > Bi0RE
B e fR B SR TR PGB SR 53 —FREAS [ 9 A4 1% 7 3 (Burrell and Morgan, 1979:297) o

B HER L > BCK I B 2 T BURE  B HE A  T (Habermas) » fbig 82
R M B AT B R A S HEA B (N LB « R I LA I 18 AR S 3 e B ( B
B [R75:121) o HEAEGREEAITBUNBIR — ERIT0OEMA KA B G BB > W4 F 535
ANHEEp A
Dunn and Fozouni(1976) /)" "Toward A Critical Administrative Theory”
Denhardt & Denhardt (1979)fJ"”Public Administration and the Critique of Domina-
tion”
Burrell & Morgan (1978)#)"Critical Approach to Organizational Analysis”
Denhardt(1981)#)"Toward a Critical Theory of Pulbic Organization”

(1984)1¥""Theories of Public Organization”
Hummel(1982) " The Bureaucratic Experience”
Forester(1983)#" Critical Theory and Organizational Analysis"”
(1989) #)"Planning In The Face of Power”
JETF R B A A Rl S R L — R o

4.2 HAREBE

AR R R LA A ¥ > AECH R AR K FER A (SR 19
86:122) > MY{E BT MIMGR B 1E T B J A DAE « AT LA M SR > TR T 30 ) A
PR - H AL IR — AR TR o B R AR I B R R ETI [ B (fact)
FBEFH ) (given) - MIAZREAEET [ #MH | (constitution) » FILAR M58 5T £
RRRRE ) o VTR % B MRE OF B - — R B L (Scientism)  — — HIER MY
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L5547 B B R RO BAR

F4.2 BIASFHOMRRESE

FsiE R Hatl [E2ad #H
AR %EH‘I&@%H’J%@ ﬁftﬁ'zﬂ;%*% E&‘;i%‘
SRR Z:@Sﬁ&*;ﬂ?&ﬁﬂ Eiﬁ—ﬁiﬁ‘f&%ﬂ ?tté*flJEXr'ﬁTJZ%‘iﬂ
RMFR (FEPEMIR ) DS ( EIZELEEE ) B ( lﬁﬂf_ﬂi& ) PR ( ;téfﬂﬂ‘ltt)
B () &ﬁﬁ'f;ﬁ%ﬂ E%Iﬁéﬂ’ﬂﬂﬁﬁ# SR~ QTE CBE
FTEER IE‘!&E‘M‘?@J {%ﬁ;}% %ﬁﬁ%frﬁfgﬁhé’ﬂ%iﬁ
AEYEER %‘Tib wEE IEEJ ) #EF ( $%'TJ ~ 2B

VERICIE - BB (1086) » SEHIFLREEAM S (HETH) > (Gt B H129 -

30 A RE B FRFE > AP PRMER AR B B AR BN AR
HE (EEREL , 1986:123) 5 B—RF B EFK (Objectivism) — — FERE A EE-EERA
TGRS » T IS AR — S B0 R S 2 RSB R FHE AR R B
SRR R AR UL AR B R 2 I o BHR R A ER RS AR AR
R, 208 T ESRERNEEY » MIABERERERAMEMAZHE AN
R RS (R, 1986:123) » BT [ sBMBER ) (cognitive interest) BB AL
Bil#K (knowledge — constitutive interest) > DB AL O SO IS AR SR > B R
HIZERE

BT A A AR 5 BB AR AT i A A A T B CRkEBWHAWERT
i (orientation) » FETTHEBUEIE (AR AT HENE » HBES) i — R et > B
Bp A T RISV > SORA SR B AR A AR G 0 RPN S
1t » @EEHE ( EFL > 1986:127 ) o

WA A T » NS e SO SRR K ¢ S8 (work) BIREE - NEFESER
WEBURDE T BE S AGIE  ATE BRA R AR #EBURN R E SUTRTE (B
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B, 1986:127) o

TS FUIRAE 5+ &2k 3% 795 T R B ¥ (instrumental reason) » 7By R R T HEMER
T8y > BB R 0B % 00 PR B ) BT A R (Harmon & Mayer,
1986:320) » BT ASHE FABL G H A BRI — MR B > 32 RE SRR B2 5 500 U8 ( techi.
ical interest) o

TEREE AR » SR (interpretive reason) A B B AL THT B2 7558 47 B ( Com-
municative action) » ‘EEE T —REEHE » B B A 1T ES B T8 10 23 08 T 4
SR TSR 2 AR — AT B) 48 BT R BB 3 (Habermas, 1970:92) o EREE A KA
RS MEEE PRI L R © SRR ( SRR T e ) (intersubjectivity)
BB > FRFS PRI BB (practical interest) ( 3B » 1986:127) » 7E M » HEH B RESR T
AFERT LIRS » 0 FL e AR 18 BT BT LA Y38 (shape) NIRRT » 1 HE Mt
2 HRE AL B LI Y (being social) » BB HHEE » BIERE FHIA » IR 5
EHIHEST (Forester, 1983:234) » HE AR ZA BB L NS ( e SR R AT RO AR
B o ABA RS FERB T HEE > ARS SR A TSR A TFLIE B
(objectify) BRI ILBH O » A6 %I ¥ SR AH B AH R (Forester,1983:235) o

T T8 A NSE M BB (interest of emancipation) » Mg REE BB S EEMin—
LR MIRNEETEE ORNEE S B AT B 1 BB (asymmetry of po-
wer) BTB0 > TiHES ) AR & v B8 AU HL 8 (distortions) » PR 7% 30 i e PR A S R
7 BLSSHERY F AR MR 25— 764847 (Harmon & Mayer, 1986:323-24) , BBEKZEE R
HAE T B F 5 I (ideal speech situation) T SHE RG> RiEdE
HEA BB A ATREBE (Harmon & Mayer, 1988:324) MR ZH AN B RRE T
B (acts of critical self—reflection) HCHETEMEN » FT3E HIRIZ 4 » & E (deny ) 4L Er
AP RIS M (certainty) &7 (binding nature) AYHEHIE R Harman & Mayer,
1986:325 - 26) » EREA RGBS RS BRI S H 104 6 - JER 5 3 5 R A5 1%
Jo PAESE B CanE g SR » FRE AR B (SRR 1986:127 — 28) o

LA ESPATRI > =T S U L — — A A S ( TR ) - HERM A (e
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) BN ES (HAEESRHH AREE )  SAREEXREBETH=Z8R - 5
& EE BN AR > TiSUETTRE T =EERHBF S BUS Bk e -

STER M — 43 BT ¥ERY 5B} (empirical — analytical science) » JyFEREIAMTRGRE » BN
B I HOr R R e AR BR 8 > T o A R SRR E AR (-
formation) » ALIEHE KRB & A — M aSUR AR AEHE (generalization) ( It » 1986
198 —929 ) ; FES M — 2R (Historical — hermeneutical science) FEENEE
B, BRSEHE CB S E R RREE » HOT R R RS R Hie
0 AT R R R R - — B RS RIS R MY ( 2R > 1986112829 )
LB B9 2R critically oriented science) R AR > HAER 4 BEHH » By
s R RS > HH R R RS — — SRR - HE BRARE S BT SRR (
BB > 1986:128-29 ) o LA ERAAS M ABGRAEHE T BLAR.2. KK -

4.3 HIBREEBEMEN R -

163.3. 33 AR T ST B o B R R B (R 1Y AR > IR BB R BEMRTE A R R
o BU3E (resistance) U158 » HEHERHERE=MER £ M B A48 (bypass) M & »
R S T R U A R LR B R R B AR 5 Th BRI RA R R BT R
BT de - A REHER B SRR » FER AR BT E F el BT U AR B — AT BTy
%%ﬁﬂﬁéwmnwwﬂw;ﬁ:,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%m%ﬁwd%rwmmm>,E%ﬂ
DL A 178 5 BT 2 B AR R 4R (illusions)  » BBV » T AFHE RS
fBE R AT LUEUR AR T BORER Y o 46— IR B LU R R R
B, PR AR AR A DEARAG TS A B > BRI AR BULL B R —
H o W EIRE A ATRS  B = BT B4R A SRS B ARy ( A EEREARRE
B ME A B IREER ) R LB B AL e ikt Sy MAIHE (B AT R
W) A REANERA BB RS BW R S B T AR R T (&
s ) 2RI B K58 M (Fay, 1975:99—100) » EBLL =R > Y A5 T SRAF S

DAJBREE o

— 305 —



B L BIA K S B A T T

— B HR  SC B T L BT M E AR B MR ) BLE BRI B IR (cris
tical self—reflection)f5 LATEEE » 35 S 3 b 1 BFH80.00 B8 43 BT A BT 206 9 — AREHE 341 8 (o
tical discipline)(Habermas, 1971:274—300) o WA /5 1 32 B JB4W (repression) — — Lo B4}
BT LS — — B — R 45 58 (symbols) 8/ SE3%E hRGE Bl 5 — H¥(ego) L
BT BRFEAN T RENFF RAEERRETEA » (R 2RE, & R 5 B LAk
B ZAEE BRI 75 AR R A A & AT » BRI RS
FEBMAAR > HEREFEHAR B HAARAES A6 E % 250 ERM (Denhardt
, 1981:631) » By A S ZHTEM « B2 BT 2K » Tk AR EGERE H
i 5 81 (Denhardt, 1984:167) » I > 5% (inquiry) 88 X (autonomy) BB — » AR
B o BT Ak BEAE 22 1 R BT ) BLER A 45 8 (Habermas, 1971:314) o

Fay(1975:102) R MRS REYE  BEMHSTHELSBBIINA - 2HSHE
B > HEMAEHEE T RBOERERN BRI R R B S G F g
FB > TANATER B AT B 1Y B R Bk (self — consciousness) R 7 H— ATl —EEs > Wk
it Bt LR T IE FE AR =R R BT, AR — AR, FLFE B IR AR R
HAREAD 5 FSARBEE (enlighten) T8I » & MMEEIERIT A O TS S A C
ZusH >, HEWEEACHES e 28 37 SEAE A AR H FLIE A4 (mechanisms) &A1 BE(Fay,
1975:104) o ‘E&—HETBIHE BB EL (transformation) » i #ALTT R IIE ALY & £
(autonomy) » EHLE I iHE BN —FEHE I (educative) TIHE(Fay, 1977:207) o

B> ZHHGUBBELENITEARALTR LSS

5.1. ZIERAILL &

1a B TS Y H SRR A L IR BT R R SR B R Y RIS b E =4
W VI ATHEAS — (B iy - SRTTREART & > BRI AT B o 5 PR 25 30 T LA B AP b
(control) tHH » IRMEEMGEH SHA > LIKETIH » B AEEaY T HEAHK (instru-
mental) Bi{% (Denhardt, 1982:161) ; BEaRFEERSUHL BRI 2 » 1 2S5 08 B0 7T L 6\ e
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% (understand) —FEIE R — MM T (RREBHEE) > FARFERTUIBANES
GEE , A TEEE BN, FARE (HAERERE)  ENERRETRAAEREY (en-
lightened) S2#( & K (educative) B{% > DANEET o » BRI ETE RS » ERAMARE
{8 e EE 3 BT RN B AR B U BT

W, PR WETARAEEEERAS > MEREREM (theory bui-
lding) B WHIRHESEE (FEERHEARTHAM) FRSR A AR ARk A R R
DL T B BRAT S B AR 7 BT A B AR (validity) % I (Denhardt & White, 1982:167;De-
nhardt, 1984:178 —79) o ZEEBRMEAT > EREBLINEBRIIE HHEABBEARHE
shoh e FE th g — 3 T BB LIS Z R A » SRR HR AR R BILEA
2%, EMARBESE (Denhardt, 1984:178) e B B A B A A S K B E De-
nhardt 355 7% 1B A2 (personal learning) e s, JREERASERE RS
#£ 3 (Denhardt, 1984:183 —85) °

TEMEt T By B BHCH R R B R A LR FEERBARSEHA
SEATECITST A SS  BEAC M AT I » ALAKEE e BB AT = 7 TR R

5.2 HEBITHHHE

£ FE Y f¢Kennedy T B(FReagan LEHE T4 N AT B BT 52 A LA R e
F A AR B UM L 245 K (rational science model)ZE EH AR » BHERHELE SRR
% R —FEARETEEIN T > HE# B KR (control) EEFERRSNER B
S T TR BRI B A —RE BT 18 (¥ B 4 (unidirectional) | P45 5 (informed) ME HEH)
P o EREELY 0 BRE — AR A B L MR E R 20 ERAAE &
— (AR R EOAR R T B R R R EHEEN W EESER B
= (A4S BRI A ¢ TR LB i « A B3R (Harmon and Mayer, 1986:397—98) °

REBEEH BH > AREE ETAR (rules) RLfirk R AR - BETRIRERAE
R, ] RO A S SR A AT BN B SR T BT E (Harmon
and Mayer, 1986:393—95) » [ #fl J B & (programmatic) 1 B & B HIHERY (re-
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gulatory) EBI R B AR o 7 RAMEB ENEFT B E— B S~ B~ R a4
HBROBEERA —EERNERBREA RS 5 SR EB MR 5 R — E R a4
R EA S ST B I LA AL ( TIM 2 %% » BRI ) (Harmon & Mayer, 1986:395
—96) o FEUHIEET » ARATBN B ACEEERM » s BRI -

A K BB R 52 (limitation) : EF RIEHREHEBH ML T E—HlE , ¥
WMETHA—HE  BRNFES —EARREER S0 SR HPRMEE  BERME
CERMI RS » W HAEBREHIS A28 > B B ER MR M (value)
IREMERABAR » HESRRBEATHEERE - @EHERT (/) » BSEE (spa) 5
BARE (8—0) - B—HAERAHEN LM _MEER, A RE 5% RRESEN{TY
AT A ARG > Blan T BOARE | Wims [ ¥ % | ZFeRBAEN TR
%o WA [ EARE | GRS BB 58 5 [ 3L | Wasd [ Bus | s
ERBEER B [ EA ) RREAKXEMER (impracticality) 5 [ WA | HBIR
B [ BUARME J B T EHMMRK | 2M0ARR > Uk T %% | RBRNHEG IR 2
F(Harmon & Mayer, 1986:400 — 403) » BAIFE » 252 RARILHL A BRI 00 7 45 BB » {f
HATERAEAT BT )

AT R A B 08 2 BT AR FE BRBUN AR BT AR » 2 B8 S A8 B 40 2T SR AT st 6
o T ET EBATR AT R BT > BRI T R i S A R B
it > TR R ER LA IR I I AT B AT BRI > SO0 T F BT I A 1R — T B 1
EBEMBE > 2 T ERIE AR BTSRRI R T R R T R ) s
#) J (Harmon & Mayer, 1986:414) o

RE/N TR B R I T B 10 TR RS B S M B 2B TR [F R AR
FUE A DL RE A - EDRESFBN « A TMEHBAERA FA) R 8 TV B A A 80 0 B HE IR 2
Sh > BEERRL > FTAEEEER  BREERERE T £8 ) HENYSE W R AL LB AR AN R
f£(Harmon & Mayer, 1986:400) o

I T ABUE EHET AR RE S B AR — E A AT B B ER A R4 (g 7l
EA) BB, REEREMEN S A IR BEBATE N — G H R MRk K R @A)
3 B Wb 2 43 i 2 259 B8 (Harmon & Mayer, 1986:401) »

O« T EAMEE RS 2 AT7E) (actions) EHFBA RN (Harmon &
Mayer, 1986:402) o
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5.3 HHARERMRNTE

ﬁ&+¢m’ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%%%¥ﬁ,E%%ME%%%ﬂ%ﬁ@mﬁ%’%&mm.%
ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ,%mmm&%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ,ﬂ&mmmMMMﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬂuﬁﬁfﬂﬁj
o Bl | HERES ek R R E R AR P I e E A [ R TR B I THEBE
ﬁjmfﬁﬁJETmﬁ%7ﬁﬁIﬁﬁmﬁﬁmmNmmmnmmwﬁ%TE%%%&ﬁ
Pkl psa R - SURELUETE N » TR E RS (Denbardt, 1981:632)

A B 3 o B BB M B 7 (technical rationality) - R BTE B s 2 B R B B A B
$,ﬁﬁﬁ%%ié&ﬁﬁ%lﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%,@@&%ﬁﬁ%*ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁ%%?*
(Denhardt, 1981:632) » &R H AT #) SCRL -

[ Fopk f 5h 84 2 3 A KT A B3I (objectification) > 4% & ¥ AL (deperson-

alize) . BAB LI AT HGBAZ o B T HAIEH AR EE A (data) Tk

ﬁ,iﬁzﬁﬁﬁﬁalﬁTMM%%v%’ﬁ%%%%%i%k%ﬁ%ﬁk

¥et4 (impersona ) # £ » Wk L RruematA R fEERRAE » RE

ﬁ%ﬁ%gﬁwﬁﬁy%&%ﬁ,#ﬁﬁ??%ﬁ%?%x%;mummmm

n) | (Denhardt,1981:632) °

ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%&ﬁ%7ﬂ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁW&Eﬁﬁk%ﬁ%%ﬁim

%%ﬁﬁ%uﬁﬁ’Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ@iﬁﬁ%%@,m%@%@%ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
ﬁdhmmn&hhwnwwﬁm)omﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂu&:@ﬁmiﬁﬁ,F%~,MM@
Eﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%,ﬁﬁﬁmmmmw>ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%&%ﬂ%,%:,w%ﬁﬁ¢mmﬁ@$
Eﬁ%é@ﬁ%%ﬂ&%ﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁﬁﬁ,mm&&%ﬁﬁ*%ﬁﬁﬁm%ﬁﬁ
(undistorted communication) T A3 & B BAIAT B FRRE B RR AR | (Harmon &
Mayer, 1986:334) °

5.4 HBURS AR E

ER AR AN EBREGE » EEORIHTHIAE hRRAEH P IR B EERE
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RO E R R PR R 5 DL RS EE I S A (issues) #1280 & F B0 Hh 00 07 ¥ m UL
Py (Denhardt,1981:633) - HEEN » R ERERATR THGENE » 7K R RE
T PSRRI SR A 28 R R RE T At Fr) BR ' T RS MR P R S P A > T s 8 ) R sl
PIT e 22 [ 2 T A6 3 0 R A P 5 8 D R 5 R 4% R R N D TR O B O O BB | (B
{5 > 1989:37) » ERETHRMBAEN » SGERXmE [ HEEMEERS | N EBRE
o AR S USRI ( BRUEAS 5 1989:37) ¢ 3R AN —ERRBR AL 6 BT 0 548 5
HETEE B - B RN E SRR s SRS A ek B
ARFYEBEERTIE A% (Denhardt, 1984:156) & #RBEARFER b » PR S0 B Al 10 22 B SRAL 6 8
{ER TR > 1783 I 842 (options) BB/ » HAL R — 7w R E RN L eIk » 1
PRSP HMEAR BB (Fay, 1975:61) 5 53 J7 E B #F2 ASLBUR BB SR AR H0 21 B R 2 By 2
LR PIEERIE IR A s SRS, RE— A RITRERR > S
WHRATHEMETERT > BEERERRE > HRTE [ #RBEEREER  0F
B (BLZ > 1990:136 -37) - HEEMMM , A A ERUBAHFENETHE - —EFAY
HOZITRWERAEEIE—— A8 BmUMmE (Hx > 1990:144 ) o

i 4 (Feyerabend) ABRFAA R AR [ 06280 1t T 665 | B 5B BRI ARS8 BL SR
R PTYERTR » InARA RSB A RSB A SR RARERE MBS RS (AR
1990:7—-8) o #EHHHER [ BRREHH | FHFEE, GRER —BHIRkEVHTH
ALK BRRA RS SRR A AN EET > REBR T 17877 19 2 R s
S 4 ¥ LT R BT A0 360~ RAZ BRI ( BPAE S  oh M E RI ) SHR B EA
ATHE > B —REAE B A SEEaR (critical public discourse) A& WAL | ( B,
1989:40 ) o BATFER » TEHMTE M ( BUREER ) SZBUR B INTE & 2 MBS
HURHIHE IS H, (critical interchange) » AT 3 i 3B A0 % BEAY BLARES » BURSR L
HEIHEIEIE B MR AR T A CHEEN R RS ZH 2 RN > fbture e
(response) {TH)# #J S (reactions) » i@ Bl (5478 # LU Hi i R R 0 BB 15 B © (Fay,
1975:107) » SE U HEH B Rr B R A I B B — — W T PR SRR R O B o A8
BRARE [ 178 % BB SR MR e — RS ST ~ M S M ) R B s R 2
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BB ) (BB > 1989:41) » EEREMNHENREIAER ELGA B TETL
HEEAL (Fay, 1975:107—108) » FiB & EEALRRBEEA M BEE T > MERE2BARAERE
ZHEEBAENIR > B T EB | ENER , UHTIBORRHEITE RS [ 8K
K IR ERRENITE -

& &

HERES > BEAMERELENEEE - - FRIIAREFENEABRE (WEBH - W
akam » AR ST ) EREENERETERNOEE  FHERRENIIAEE (R
Proc st By ) EREME , RRAEREN AR (SRR ) —J7 A A A ERE LY
BEfE > BTG TIRE 5 5307 R i H R B I = EE A Bl B » B
HERIIRE > BATRRE > RS S H R B 3 TR A B i BRI MR PR B AR A B R BLSR I B
FHER - MEFBBENIIRAR CMEER ) MR EES L SRR A S LR
& BB ABEMA > ENHAER  MRUEEA AL EES - Hik#En
SR B — R T A

foE i TR EREERREAT » BERE TR EC BT BT ES R
WM REAEHED > LOEREHMERKNER s HEASHRNEEEERRAENE
FIREAR BRI E T — W E RIS A E AR AR (impersonal ) FIB L > 55 77 B AL
ANBHEEAREE > BESMUBE ; EECRTH R E T W > REERAREME  HHE
FEIEAERARAL A > I (options) Wb > MHEXREBUR » (RTHEM BB s 3P IR A eR Al
HRERE RN BERE -

PR RER ST AL H B AR S R AL R B > RIS BT BEME » B MR
A, BEBEEREGZA AERRMEZZSEY S EREHNRMLMEE e
AR AR SR A B T BE » (5t (discourse) 52 H R AHAGLLE
Bl MerEE AR > AR T A S B AR R R AR A 3 > (T A 2 AR Z
BHBCAEIN I > AR E AE YL MBI R R
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2%8H

SR (1989) » T A SR MG BE PR A I AMRER B BUIIHOM S R R REE 1 > Bk

] AT -

Pz (1990) » —#RL > =M, (Bt ARILEE) -

BRIRF (1990) » Mk > =W > ( &L - AREHFHRAR) -

BRIEM5(1989) » BIRBOREMA WAL » ( Bt : BFBORBIRER L) o

HHIH(1986) » HABREB AL S, TR, (G ER) -

TERES(1990) » RIS =] - B30k > 295 HEMEERSE > (&1L BEEE) -
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