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gl o R BB o n@ s S T AR R 4R B cnf@ 8 3R 32 (Scholte, 1997 -
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X2z VS, BEEL

2R G GEENA S A - REDR T - BIRE  BRERE
2 1933 £ 0 f fo-T g2 %7 2 Norman Angell & 1910 # =« % The Great Illusion
BAED DA s o 1960 £ Rk > 2RI AFEHART R A G AR
WE R (EY R >2001:33-34) (1) #75 v L 1 &5 % 37 2 % (Neo-Marxists
and Neo-Left ) » 305 23 E R WA K ~d > P& FT ALK 5 (2) #7p
d § /% (Neo-Liberals) » 3u 5 23R 1 1 & £dg 23 gAMced Szt 2 {of £
B kRl g B RS 4 R RIS E et RATE 5 (3)
3] & % (the transformationalist thesis ) > 1 %& 27k it Efad At € ~ pois{r il A
A Rd 4 FERA TR o ARHE R EFE A TRAF T RH L ER
RALE frt R AR P REE R ~ P s B se g g ol 5 (4)
st 2 7% (4 7% (the sceptical thesis) » 32 5 73 ch 23kt > 2 ﬂ\)j} -0 Tukn,
(myth) > #8E & » FERPEPVRBIoRED o 27 iRt 230 1R % fz
FoARFIRI ARG ELRDG A 8B F A E{eRi D R
Berger f= Huntington (2002) % #7371 Many Globalizations - 2 # # 41 T 3%
LB H L A RE - TG g (e R RS EA A ey 1

-HBRZ o RRALEZ ATV NREREE -G - RE A 5 AR
IR o

WREF 23R > 512 (governance) TR R IR SR ECVEFE 0 XA R
R BMNEFF R 220 T P p R AT i s~ Rl X EHE
e 2 IRISTR A Y o blde o WA R AE 2005 £ AEEH B P 42 | (The
Millennium Development Goals Report 2005) ® fg* 8 384 E p &7

1. R~ A2 hE 35 47 &bk (eradicate extreme poverty & hunger )

2. #34 #itade %5 (achieve universal primary education )

3. HBMEuTET G~ (promote gender equality & empower women )

4, b2 g 5= & (reduce child mortality )

5. il A fait B (improve maternal health )

6. ## HIV/AIDS ~ 5 %2 B s B i ( combat HIV/AIDS, malaria & other

2 ﬁ% T E&[“Fﬁﬁk http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mi/pdf/MDG%20Book.pdf
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diseases )

7. FEFHRE N AF LY (ensure environmental sustainability )

8. - By F RS2 LM% (develop a global partnership for
development )

AR EHR 2015w o Sd 2IRME AR R FEe FERTO FE

PR RO BRI e 2 DA E A K R A 808 P R R

ToORIRMT hRIRILIEEGNT o 3T gL (AN - 20051 5)

-~ I EE TS A T 2 40 (holistic governance ) A #H T 0T R
T w2 TALE Y g R O 2IRIRIL g o o BT RE E
TR 0 O vs AR vs B Z IR R Rovs. 2 R AL € vs. B )
BIP sk vs B e85 RSO Vs Y & RO vs.s 2 Rl A2 B vs B
RgFeogds PRI d o A - BoX FREFKLODIF L
( global network ) °

S H- FPRTEGRAET G Fls DI RENTFF 0 e G AF SRR — Blde
FERRER RE TR R -2 52w 1T Mk 4 (stakeholders) % o
AT ARALAAR T R RIRAPI Blde BIP TR GRALT A R 4 B

DR R e PR R 2 R E R £ R

B4 EAM G -

M

It

~m ¥SIRIE S 0§ R (diversity )~ # ik 2 ( dynamics )fe4f f2 14 ( complexity )
(Kooiman, 1993 ) /5324t 4 (governability ) £ vA ¥ A 22 B 7o =
R A FRA I H eI g o X0 u.“fu;‘é%iﬁi’_ﬁvé‘é PR RRF RN T
Fretfg 4 oo BRI R A w8 B o g 12 U e A K AR
Uil i o
EREARR P 2IRC R IR P BT VW LR R L R
Fro R S R e LegF rkivam g m A4 o RE | (region) % E_
L OBEEIBSCREL 0 UV S A —HE RN K I L EE S FUs s
Y AR kel X YRR S A o) R ( Mansfield and Milner,
1999) c B P A Ffich RRFRAT 4 r R B RB 2K X LR
2 R engE v B R R RS R B TR Bk % (Hettne, 2001 1 3) o

Hettne (2001 :3) #* T3 % | (zone) i hd k% A = f 1 el R
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Mo b F (% 8 | (regions in the core zone ) 5 T i¥ i# ¥ % 7% & | (regions in the
peripheral zone ) ; ™ % T ¥ ¥ % 7% 3¢ | (regions in the intermediate zone ) ° I %
SR HROERE RN ERFEERR AL AR % ”f‘%g&—@ ZER -4
s AHEEE L ROMAEAR B FERBRIRATHEL T TR
¥4 % | (free-trade regionalism) ; T b R R B | hrupt £6F 3 X 5
EEARIEREIRF T e o RORBAR RO T E R ORE G TR
Gt g FIREZRBERT L T2 2% & (security regionalism )
& T3 EM %R A | (development regionalism) ;T 7 B3 % a3 | i F 3217
FRPC R FY BRET EBR P R ok B P g R ﬁﬁm
R A GEFPe R T B FahR S VLR RS A &
(open regionalism ) (Hettne, 2001 : 3-5) °
FRARCEEROER AR FFRE S R TR 2k
('subglobalizations )e 3 % B> /% & & & en & & > G4l gt v ( Europeanization )
UK A 2RI %P BdF ek S (Berger, 2002 1 14) o FH i & R R B
L evF B 55 0 % P (European Union, EU) % ¥ 4% kP T R L
(regional integration) ~ " % & 2 & | (regionalism) 2 " %3 1 & |
(interregionalism ) 24 - Bt > BB E LT T > A E I WP hRBFT
EHhRLHEY LT RIET =28 (B HFKR1997:29-34) 1 (1) M#r# a1 &
(Neo-Functionalism ) - 325 # & (£Pm % & (7248 &2 BFOCLH R A AAR
A BAERRE AL it EEF A R DEE P T RAREF ML ]
(2) " A d s i %  (Liberal Intergovernmentalism) 2 f " #TIRF 4 & |
(Neorealism) *- 0% g & Tl ani B WA R Y RO A
WAl e g | RE e A kAR e R g | R AR5 %
RPN ) B E AR (3) R 41 & A & (Historical Institutionalism )
- ARBREFEDFELC IR DERRBRRE FFY RAFLOFE T T E
L FEEFI R AT a R F ¥ Ak FaRg e RNk AE 7

e FREERI R E R IR e s REAFRRMERBELYE

NI e e S SIS [ B N o B SRS A
ﬂ@iﬁ@ﬁyﬁﬁ%ﬁf FABISSPIE i = AR - ﬁ%@@ﬁ‘u@ RS G T £
]‘EEJ%“ fs I/ %]j'ﬂ‘g[sj
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WP AR BRI A F 2L F B FE GRS I ARU] o T
2o pNTORBELEL SLFEFREERY T2HCEE BN R
WAGREM G WEIN N FTHEITHINSIEMAE > ZEHF A H D RBHEL
EE RN ‘*Kmif#}—? BielH B RETIES 2 o 8 %K;Z'piép\ H
- B Rep A fs chy B o

Flpt o BB EGRTE A IRt r R Rt - 2 G > 2IR i RAE B
SEE T - R o REFELRF RS R REY A R R T2kl
B8 e PUF R S B Mittelman (2001 1 227) 45 81 R TSk LTk A Y
AR T REL Led- Baoe o AT DT 2T P R
(subregional embeddedness in globalization ) - Aggarwal - Fogarty (2004 : 1-2)
pli¢ * T %3 @ 2 & (interregionalism) - 3@ R B K7 5 p d it enilng o
FESOFRIBAFR AL S et EN AT AR ZHBBFEYR
FEZ IR ORBTHEE B Rk T RBF LR 2 £22 2T H3

o> i & T e RmBai s | 2o

RN SR

P TR B RS L R G A 2 F TR RIS (state
governance) Mt Ry o AP M éjl%,} s @ TR RIS | - 2057 3 8°, 4
£ E N )§J% F]* F 2 W s Je state governance K T N FC o IR AL (B4
Knott and Payne, 2004 ) g% A )& € * T 4 ;572 (modern governance )~" %

5 e

& =% 72 (multi-level governance ) (Kooiman, 1993) & I # % 547532 | (negotiated
governance ) ( Wagle and Shah, 2003 ) » & % [& & % & % K& %_(nation-state ) =

A R RGHE ST IR e ¥ = G BRR K kTR
o wih e TAR G P e ARasRELE T EATR R R R e R frie LB

A hPEA & foRi e BRA 3 TALE P i OB AR 20T B

bR TR state 7S BIVBIFAES, » RUFBIE 39@'%’%% I R R A A
B 1fﬁ~ °
> I HT (2004) R < SRR AU LIS, - D e
e lﬂfElTM%V ; Elke Krahmann (2003) It Natlonal éovemance ﬂqﬁgk—j‘ ES*‘%UFH% o
ﬁtﬁ

TfFA I[‘L‘%Egéﬁﬂ » {7911+ J. Kooiman, W. J. M. Kickert, G. Stoker : B4 [ 1-=FIUEH > Y1
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EAL ¢ FALE BN E B R Y 0 A B P AR P I

14
N
1.
F_L
p};
s
P20
%:
.\.\E.
s
3
Eal

f

«ﬁﬁw— IR i ﬁ@eiﬂz{j AR TRAE P OB kAR B X
%> m z‘?j’%é B A S T i € RS 4 (governability )
éﬂ&ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*°rWﬁ?@ﬁJWﬁ%@?ﬁéiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ
Hehkd o RE WEG a4 (governing capacity) AL g TR E A PR
frd B ZRPHeR TR DS R R 0 ME PR TR R R o

BEAR S RTR B BAcH B AL A% # TR MR RIRA Y S oIS
FIRDIPEF o BRS 5 BB FypI AL 7R R R & F R vk endp B R
BRI - AR DEF 0 L ARP R O AR E G - 22 B E4 (Yeates,
2001 ) » Theda Skocpol (1985 : 9-20) Eﬁ?p\],&]?\t‘ AN ;rué‘f—‘ﬁ AT N &
DR R OB AT

L FRTRG - B2 hizdy (a

2. pd RARKET ORI ERRH 2

actor)

3. LARREAEBMUMI T Rpiid @ fERT 8 2 RRs Ppd
s S NE < o W2
4. RFac* fTrRFP B2 R 7P LM iEs @ ?

5. T fRR R AAEF IR A, N EY i Fehd d L Q4 uE R R
A 4 ok i 4 AL € SR B enhl B o

g ¢k > Strange (1996 : 73-81) & 7| F 5L gLy MR REA K i 2 00 2
TR 8 2TRIAI AR P T A a2 d

I EEE R LZ o kehizge

2. MERRF P efEre L

3. EBFERFEAFELBE

4. HrDHFEH AP LEFEHRF

5. »é,_gd imé;@g\:rfgl)i—r ,iif%—gv_l‘z;;ég?a;\:g/b\

=~
Wy
an
(w
M.
|+~

g

& DR
6. o fjcisdl BRRLEAR LA AT L
7. BHEEFTH G FITRED 6 g B K

B. Jessop, D. F. Kettl, J. Pierre, B. G. Peters, R. A. W. Rhodes, T. Skocpol °
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8. #Hi~ W r BTHEFANAAI P22 FE T T2 &4

9. FHERPM D FWE L GFERA 0 Ut FAE EEAREL L 4

10. HEEFFcfrive BAE pvli- B2 * 04 224 kfARp L&

% iha B o

{ - @ 3 > Strange (1994) J& 2 T/ TL Bl (2B A W 7ohi FHEs p 4
1+ (autonomy ) #% & W|*TBIAR RA KR N E A e = R =S|
73 F i+ | (state marketization) PPL 4 » 305 B Rerin T A A L aE > B g A
A2 Bl &Y (contract) + » MR (& Fcfy) T4 A Al 32 % | (agent) >
RRES XM AEE O ER L %ﬁﬁn’za‘;@ﬁfr.ﬁ%% > Pierre fr Peters( 2000 :
83-91) &P 5 ~m AR ATE L % BFFPES FiTERL L Tt B
(movingup) ~" % T ## | (movingdown) % T % *t # & | (moving out) 1%
st =0 BWBEFRER B S G 2 2 R R A 0 B Rl B iR
R D R PRl ok r AL AP AR T e Ak P R ROV R 6 R
®hentr s B A (Kooiman, 1993) > 1778 KL A IMA s (7 S frf @0 7 A
B fehd 4 foizirg o7ee® > X0 A Fenip L g o 172 34 3R (Pierre and
Peters, 2000 : 48-49) -

Flpt o A2 AR TRFIAIE | -0 Rk g N E - Badte el 2
THinI | AR M RAEfoeTiE Rep T a4 5T | (good governance) ST PR 0 {
LRI FMposle 2 E RGP v B B Re( S roRy) abi et e
i FHE LR A e RBEET o n R R ORI R IERE B T
EF AV —> 5 FRIRY 4 i LR r R FCe i aad (v ]2
RoRBEL e Likfop PRE ARV TOFHRTGE SR A AR
WA 3 BB i 4 (Porter, 1990) o iz &2 s {724 0 W RdB L ¢ o
B FI eIk it frR B EM A2 cninIZRE > B2 5107 7FF o M4 R e

k

AFmREFAEMETN S TRRE AL EH "ﬁﬂfﬁii‘)ﬁﬁﬁinp*%?
B it T(%f‘-‘—,ﬂ CRAPEELR SRR oo VN SR LY A | P gl S
b el £ B B (F 8 ) ? B RAem @ 2ok o R s

A 0 A R RIA TR A fris T2 K vk (governance strategies ) 0+ 1 4% B A 3
B pehid 4 7 A< B E = R FunILenk = § R R e B e P

/\L’Ao\}i“&f'—r :
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% — ~ Francis Fukuyama (2004) # ) "&£ & 7884 ; (state-building) >
A%k I A n?\ir'wﬁ—}\;?ﬁm r %] J_*#‘Jc’ fo ;Iuﬁ-‘ E% L 5 }_“TJJ:I“}FF %\

(Blde> R~ CR[F-F SR LE) PRR AN RIB LA prenB o 4
& FIE R 7R B X r & BRI 4 hiE s DR R R 2

PG rndpI o TR FEREA MDD S PIRGE AL € 7 i © Fukuyama 4p )

(capacity ) 533 402 Fe 4 A0 F dp A SRS rreh B AR Rfert i 0 RIS E

Ao £ A e (RS ) AL g g (4 B9 0D T12 2 2 (Boiss i) % 5
BERpOIRFHITERE >R melhicd > @ ZHTEREZEF WL
PRFEFECE & 0 M E s E AR s o B REE G il 1T R 2 R 4 o
i Booe et bR A FR RIS AAR R BINEE L AT FOR
Fo AR L Db BB IERE G 7 OE R ﬁ&’ﬂﬂ%éﬁ%aé?u
RAER P P R 1 R B U T 2 s B A -

% = ~ Pierre v Peters (2000 : 94) & T B3P w3 | aplgh > LR R R
BRI AR Y PR P AE S U E A RART T UL R RIS A D
TF R RH L o B HICTERB R P FUMES TR AL B AT
i B4z > T o Pierre fv Peters #% ! = £yl & (scenarios) - #5317 F B s I
BN e vg > 2 JLTR e iE 2 R KPR o ¥ - A A LR RE AL FH
EARGEAE TR E DR B - A A LR RHET -  o  F H  na s diE
FREE = A AR {%‘&E‘E%?@:ﬁ? Pep® i 2 RN > ¢ EAFEI R
( Communitarianism ) ~ " % &£ % 5%# | (deliberation ) ~  # % i (direct democracy )

K

FERRIT N ALY £ SR e B NP R H W LIRS
%) & (Pierre and Peters, 2000 : 162-167) - Pierre §= Peters (2000 : 94-95) %
B eBBRE NP B ERLITL Y B RN T 8 R’ R 4 o,‘{ﬁfd £ PR
b BB R BAR TAc R AR QAL EFI R B R R ES F R - Ay
TERPN 2 2B R8> 203 2@ ¥ kp - AR e Er 2 fgnd

e 4 o R LT E O RIABEPREFT A E L B APF T FEY FE
BE DR TR T i ¥ 5 B o Pierre fr Peters 4417 I cnR 7dk e A7 e s
A - FRrERRE - RFRFRERIBE BRI RL B 02

,ﬁ»’ﬁ 3 é’f‘h]‘ﬂiﬂj} 5’,\;@._:_ ﬁé};dj‘é\? YR g , I}IJ'QF"
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BERFIRRGBE — KW R DR RIS -

BRSO IR 4 o 3 BN F R R TR T KR
B o bl T R 583 (World Economic Forum, WEF) {e Ts8 4 & &
72 8 12 | (International Institute for Management Development, IMD ) 4 %] % 3 % =
g R KRR 2Tk L A B R RN MERY 4 "o WEF ¢ 3 o < iR R
6 kehz ~ gtk ¢ HF (technology ) ~ = & 1 & ( public institutions ) fr4% 4
(&A% 3% (macroeconomic environment) » # ¢ T 22 dg | dpike 7 T F5
fel &g A4 ih2 7+ 2 5 4p 1% - WEF ¢172006-2007 2 345 4 |
FE R R AT 2 WA T 2k 4 459% | (Global Competitiveness
Index, GCI) - GCI ¢ 2 4 3 & R (Pillars ) » & %] E_: #] & (institutions ) »
A # 2 2% (infrastructure ) ~ 448 %5 7@ (macroeconomy ) ~ f#F 2 ¥ 4= &t (health
and primary education ) ~ & & % ¥ ¥ 323" (higher education and training ) ~ 7 3%
% (market efficiency ) ~ #1 £ #% (technological readiness )~ & ¥ = # & (business
sophistication ) % £|#7 (innovation) - IMD 7= d i§ & ™~ F iR L 5 P 5
= & g ik 574 >z (economic performance ) ~ Fcfi»c 5 ( government
efficiency )~ & ¥ »z % (business efficiency ) fv & #:% % (infrastructure )» H ¢ I 5z
RS g @ G kM 3R R ET A dpiR s B A M dp i o 8228 WEF o
IMD 538 35 enda 38 B vk § 7 b » 2 F BICReS & 2 5 )R indy i 2
LR * KRR e 4 MGER R A &R 4 hikgy o

PR KBS E AT BN ARk ¥ SR ERIAR AT
G oo —2 G o gAY DR RISILAF AR T B RER A E 1T Rl o s
AT NR TR DI R R R A gt 2 R B EFE D
RET oA 2 P BB A RO REEA I PR FIE LS FERT B
DR P BN A AR A e V-2 0 0 ARRAART R TR T
B I e B RGRA 4 e B g IT e WTE L AP M SO TaRE 4 dp ke
REER AL ERSBEFEG w0 30 el iRk SR R R A iR

B BRE R BEAT A 2 oo bldeo € F 90 E SR B

Tt JF%T% WEF A1 IMD (Ui e E 1o it S hafh -
www.weforum.org/site/homepublic.nsf/Content/GloE)al+Competitiveness+Programme all
http://wwwO01.imd.ch/wcc/yearbook/
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i
v
g

& PR RO TR 0 B R AL f:’f#- A PIRIV BN RS @fﬁ%'fﬁ?rf%
ieT2 | (negotiated governance ) TR e N B B E o BEFELRF T
¢RI U g SN S SN S R L RS R A
BARI BRER TN ERD FEEY > @ AL g AR 4 A

TR e A FEIE TN REEE D JIIEE B F R D4 A g A
:ﬁﬁ;ﬂ:’w%ﬁ49IOE’é&%~¥Wﬁ%éﬁ§3%§%r#ét%

'fr—‘l' 5 % (Northern Ireland Peace Agreement 1998 ) » 3% fv-L 12 % %18 € f fF ~

E

EREAEE S ARt S v - B T PR G
glixniﬁﬁ\u5ﬁjﬁi& drnle (4% 0 2002) o Bt & (e A
St B EFRBR T E R e ST e AH S H
ARTRE A& o dok Bt 00 & ¥ s T @i ; 2 °(Open Method

\\\

of Coordination ) ié#iiﬂfﬁﬁ‘ig PR Z AR fiin-H SR FE BT
€ 45 ' B % | (Social Partnership ) 5o i - 50 » 7~ T g 5400 o o
HFERAPM L L e BEHWERY » € F Frcfi 1973 &30 33 (the
Department of the Taoiseach ) = = "F 75 /#224+ ¢ £ B ¢ | (National Economic
and Social Council, NESC) » § # 2 # g A& AL € 4Rl Kv& > %87 - NESC p
1986 & B e b ¥ % 913 4 f7wnu+g%'fﬁaiv$4“UWWEw%ﬁ§%
WEECRLAFPED A EREGHRFRIEE 2 TIRT IR DFCe T
TR Glde o 1990 & A s B s s t}# SEARS R BEPRY A TR
o @ 2000 £ 10 fs o EFEFE A N ER R EY 4 P R ;ﬁr] IR A BE N
B NESCH i 2 #E & PAGTAH Jd Mot i angiddi 2 - 23 4 0
IR AR LRI NESCEL R €0 2 d AR P v+ 2 4 (pillar)'' -

S [0 IMD B2 2007 5 5 F| i (2007 F ] ) 0 BRBEE T HRIT 14 £ -

o "‘JF,%% ) = e%tl““?%mﬂb?“ f*a«ﬂﬁéi /“5?1‘4@%,# i[odson and Maher (2001 ) ; Borras
and Jacobsson (5004) Scharpf (2002) JE’V{?’?J%# Jf JFE?EE(’FJE lﬁ”ﬁiﬁf ol ,JI?E‘TEJ AU ons
itlilj (multi-level governance ) » 3| * &IE] KL E fssi* T‘L%‘ £2Sh lJ@Z Iﬂr’ﬁjtl ) Tz.\r["/ )

S PR f%u~fﬁ%@a%% gw L o e

"9 NESC fiv 7 #] ﬁ]?'* e B A Strategy for Development 1986-1990(1986) ; A Strategy for the
Nineties: Economlc Stablhty and Structural Change(1990) ; A Strategy for Competitiveness, Growth
and Employment(1993); Strategy into the 21% Century(1996); Opportunities, Challenges and Capacities
for Choice(1999) ; An Investment in Quality: Services, Inclusion and Enterprise(2003) ; NESC Strategy
2006: People, Productivity and Purpose(2005) ° %‘#4?‘ NESC 5fff#fi : http://www.nesc.ie/default.asp
WP T g A 19 [ I - TR IR 3 % 4 (0] B
ARk FT“A 155 (%1753 | (Social Partnership Agreements, X) ( Wagle and Shah, 2003 ) -
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- GEMA - LEMMEAT AL - LABPET  EE R KA
K4
| d

T FC i # i7 * % (Wagle and Shah, 2003 ) »

R

BRI EREEL R T > RREhA M £ VS fein BB R T
PG e R e RS o F b B IR R0 R B R R T 2T R
LT g Ppp s s PR Foemafd g2 R XL A0l BRfELET R
2_{¢ (Fukuyama, 2004 ; Ghemawat, 2007 ) -

A2 g O AR AR RY SHRAAE P 2 A R0l BT R 2EEH B
TFEF AR A FBELOFEER A AR B AR rRBEII T R
FeBHE N RN - FBLFRLAT ARV ERG FHT AL A BRI <
BenpLEh s R E LG HB LT G w i~ FIR A HRAR RS SHRAAE Y
PR N i F R FUe B b L IR AT o X 2 ST R RUs T
Rk ents Fippe > AR enp 2 - ERAFFIRL 4 o Flot - A 2TR 1 Z R H
EAATERT > b2 B A SR TIS IR 2 K B BT T 2ok
BRBEEDLARBET NGB N R RO it 5 2 B
PIEH T - TR EREAFEAFN PR PEER I E Y o Vi FF AL AR
ﬁk“ﬁ@ﬂﬂ,mﬁ%jﬁ—W?jbﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ,uﬁ@kaé
AR A S SR e
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$4 2
X B F—
2005 (2o xR &) o i B2 RTIRND -
I 4%

2002 (A EE WL ) BFE(FZ K5 i-?’fr-‘l' gt § — ot
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