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social economy | MI-E-ELHREN --57 - 70 o« POIHIN [ BE | - [ 59 ] ERKEH

2o RE -~ RCERENES IS ~ [ HEH R TN EKE « R - RER Y - HEE R - R MmBEEEE ( voluntary associations ) X R4
IWEARQ [ MESRCE | K EE e IR ( voluntary action ) 2B - 580N THER R FHR M o B I PIYI

+ARREF

A=%=



e - <EH - EXEIT R - MR HKRREP R o

iR - LEEHEE KT - K EERR - Emile Durkheim i @
EERERREDT - BEM- T 3 | (association ) THEHETE - WX -
Max Weber & Robert Michels B <P E¥mIMERT HORE EEH R IND =T
( aspects of organizational reality in voluntary sector ) ° EER ~ Karl Marx &
B EEE MBI ( DEKRS ) SRk o R - Talcott Parsons
FRNERBEEEN - SMERTEERNESHOHRHEHKERE « B - 18
TiHafhRQmBEEREEERCEEER - KR | B84 (interdis-
ciplinary field ) £&& B - IR | RERRE | RN g

o

X - H<BHSER - RROBHORSEREEKEEaiRiE
S - DR K T B R o I - TR P EE R e
BN | R o MR AT T R R DY | MK HERK ( bridge ) -
B SRR R - RN KK | BEREKE KT o ( Andersen, 197
1;Bradfield,1973; Wallace,1961 ) iR -~ JHESELJAMEBHOEE RE - 20y
KEREBIRPCEREE ( motivation ) FERY KX - KREHHE KW
T RICE < B 20 N I8 X 82 ( Allen and Rushton, 1983 ) o

EE - WEDE N [ SE RS | ( grants economy ) H - ¥ [ E<
£#¥m ) ( personal satisfactin ) - [ {IEEICWESL W EEH | ( the perceived im-
portance of the activity ) XX [ $8#0-3 | ( benevolence ) ¥ EXRisH LM
FHITGE o ( Boulding,1973:p31 ) K2 ~ SEKINER [ 3oBE | ( free rider ) &
MR - RIBRECSSREIAIKHER o (Olson,1965) 1L -
WUHERERIKER - MEHCREHK SR RINH QR ETE X | @
EHEIIH#L ( societal constretion ) FI0GE o ( Etzuibu,1968 ) #)#eS) - BEKIY
& [ AT J ( consumer production ) EEE s IULE - MMETEEE HINGE [

AR | (4R ) B R | (ROl HoH ) WK | @ HEEE (me-
diationg service ) ° ( Hansmann,1980 ) IXK ~ | BmitiEmQmMEET =
S EEIS - s PR KR e R AR RS [ R R
2 ] (voluntary failure ) ERERHHE o ( Salamon, 1987 )

2iEmoN - MG RERE - REih ek TR g g - T
MY - JHIYEHERECK- <% | g —Riui S EREH - BIXTE - KElE
BRSSO OEEENER | R ERVECNEEESY - Al - -HK
R E IR B RIR S MBI iR R T A RS - MK B
& [ mEHE | Rk EE o BN EEEiNEDWT - .
<« The Tocqueville Problem - = #E T8 I K192 38 S o
M- The Michels Problem - i B2 my Knmy K- BERR & o
©The Weber Problem - 78 52§ & 4 $E MY Ko [ =5 i -HH AR B
A -The Marx Problem -+ I¥KIIR M EHE I HE T H -
- The Parsons Problem -+t al i H 5 1T o

TRKEXLE

1] » {&EEThe Tocqueville Problem -+ i EE w iR EH
& ( Can association restrain bening despotism? )

| BirEmEHbER S E eI Tocqueville BDurkheim © 38
Tocqueville <K - ERRIEHELHREHINHQ HGED ] o RS -
ErE I E DR SR B HE CHESEE - Tocqueville K< EHIEE
e - - I e e T HH i e KT I U i e i - Ry G SR R @B IR

| BRI ErE o ( Bellah and assoicated, 1985:p36 )
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EEHEE - KE - VR | B S I RE R T R KR o e e
E o N&EDurkheim #] | REN@ETRR &S ES@—IBHEEERI | #iE
L [ €% | (anomie ) ° KRE -~ | BEHEHGHMEREH-XREHEEH
| BEKIE (inability ) °

BN - T Tocqueville EDurkheim | | <R ~ HRRHRE Q80 W ) g
A [ B<idik | (intermediate associations ) SR -H o I my FRTE 0 g ¥ d ik ol
FEH - TXREE<HFEEK - HROEGEEHT o &Ko - ¥IENmEE
FEI<K ~ EEREEEaHIER SR CEER -

11] » B The Michels Problem : 1§ E 2 o Ko my & 25 @
2 ( Is oligarchy inevitable? )

KHm Y - Tocqeuille REEERREEHEKIN K o K R HE B PR
NELEGES « KF - WL | @idar (societal ) EFEBEE o BEN
[~ ~ Michels REERERFNEHIMBEEE (EFRINETHEE ) B
PN E R IEES o .

Michels 275431 2 REAR] 05 G tH S R I A0 334K - - L0 47 BEp QR mf
e[ REEEH# | (inside knowledge ) -~ [ #R%5 ] ( the love of power )
SRERIEXKSIE o [T - PN | BRMESHIKKERE< - IEKDY
KRR HTE IR R B B AT o BRSC - MR DIE QA R R r iRy o fn g
EE¥K ( leadership ranks ) -~ ¥IE - {Efd 3 Michels £ [ #{IERO&EH# | (
Michels’s iron law of oligarchy ) -+ | EEEEINEHE <K | ESEHEEME o

K5 - IrSRMEHTEEREER - DR [ REXogEs 1 &8
{2 o iRIHY | RERHE Rl EE LM <K | ( a paid - staff non-
profit organization ) XX [ EFIHEMEEE | ( a volunteer — based orga-

nization ) | SRR - [ IEUEH | BESHINRADRRIERNS o
e - HERRRE - [ HERIEd | SCORREhH Hin s mEEE - i
IR EE R - BPRESUE KRR ES R RE—RE - &
HES R T HERREERREERE - REMQEB R ERQEINH - #K|
RE< SMHHEARK EJRBEBE LKL EHEHER o ( Pearce,1980 )

BEC - [ BSOS | R RRHEIEREERLEERHE -
KIE - FRR<= BB AT e ST R RS R AL R SE R BRI S B o
K2 - &I KE GRIE ) iUk EERR - SERNHRRTEEHE
A - mo - RECPWIK-EHRE [ RSO | —NRE e HE R
K- RREE o

2N - Michels £ [ {EECOEH | HK-SinEEEORICTEHEER
EER - K - RLRIEEEEHHEEE SR INR T E R R o K
- HRAEHRKDENHEES - KKk R aE | pEERKSE
SRR - R | & - YRITEMichels I{iEEENEHRESERERERK
BRI | R S e RR R o

El - {5 The Weber Problem: @I HE S EB oz =
M- AmERT K ESNE o ( Can the perits of bu-

reaucracy be avoided by the voluntary sector? )

BERQRIEIEN ~ Michels {2 ERERKRRY EaEE I -F KT R
L | BRED - MR - *EREEERFTERRERE - RIS
Max Weber IiEREBm=EEK | B - £F - & | B L8 ( managerial
perspective ) -~ Z{EHFLEHKERERE - KEKREEKRERREH@ - E
AR E RS o ( Alford and Friedland,1985:p5 ) EE&E ~ I#x2(E
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) Y A Y B E N T E I MmERH ( awareness of interorganizational
networks ) - BEREEHFHHE AN REOHEKHINELREERXK -

FEEE ~ EECKHER BRI - R0 iR S R e N F S KO ER K -
R QI R AT SR o BRI - EPIRER A S E R -
o - %R SRS TR IR - KK - R R D B LIRS
MRS H#ERGES1H - ( Donald and Warren, 1985 ) [T -2 4K $irm) -
{m¥SK-IT © ( Hoch and Hemmens, 1985 ) MR | Kl H<EHRQHKE
R EEE R K- [T 2R R - SIRE K ERRERaHlRTE-
HE KRN NE SR REE - B - "R EXRERRIREEIIESIREEE
EREREMKEREK - BX | ¥ ~ REHRKERREE QIR #RKIERIYE T K
2 - N R AR A M P MO -+ o] XX R S G B
KAHEHENNGS o ( Hoch and Hemmens,1985:p5 )

A - HEEERERQIBRISRE - HEIEHE- [ EpHHg 1 (
professionalism ) FESIE-H o E#EE ~ MY ERHK-H R T O 0 3R Iy ik g N
EBERHEKEEL | #EE SNREITHPHOERELEDRRE (
Perarce, 1982 ) ——K-52 - SRR T ~ DRKOE 92 0k i i 0E 8l i 1
S - RPN HEE RN | o ( Adams,1980 )

fHEE - R | EEIK L - M EEE 3R 2 FRnk o i E] - <
WO EEER [ HnEmEH | (universal eligibility for social services ) ThEH

-~ HENEE< TS - KRINEGEHC HEH M08 o ( Gronbjerg, 1982 ) e
| HEm - R MEEREN SR -~ DERENINTEEESE QTS
~ HE R EEROEHERE - KRRELEN- BRI R mEEELER
GHREEE - MRIEEETEREKE [ EREWEHHK | ( subsidiary busi-
ness enterprise ) 2RE - %éag%mﬁﬁwm@u% ° ( Kramer,1985:p388
) K= -~ & | EjuE L BRI ~ B - M [ 23k ] ( voluntary association

) EEEIRITE [ %€ | ( voluntary organization ) WEY < KE -~ &
F—{RC - iR — S e e Rmr e | REUEEBIKEN o ( Alford and
Friedland, 1985 ) SR ~ SWITE ML - <43k =5 ix iR £ S2 88 R i 15 B
T & K E I R R
R

I » {wEThe Marx Problem : mY |1 35 2% T #8 mY 37 4 s
HEP W ( Do voluntary organizations pose the

right question? )

BPIREOK LR AREER | IMIREE I G R R B E R g H- Y - |
= - SEHUERNY - HeE SRR - REERK NREETOERKE
- [T - POCHRERIR DR R | BN SRR — K IR RE K
K-SR R - RN EED - XENREEHE
e R o

- - SRERRE IR SR - MERCEEE | K- R g8
H - mPERE- MRS R E— S E R - R - X
LRI ERE G EERE Y - T - BRRICKERAHR R E G
THERE - HAREHEHH IR EE RN o K - FRIERIINK IR R ES
< R S FE R KRR E SR K R - ] X B4R e
LEEFERH - MR - MR IREHIET S e | - RRIBEEEEOKE
RIUERERIY | BRIREH (as a given ) - T - MEEERIRICTE
ks RSERE -

QR IRESH ISR QE e -
REFSERMEE e @O S T ER e H I EE - KX -

ORI [ B ] ( domination ) £E43 -
IV

USRI P R K IR R 4 5
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WE - XOREIRREEEEE - RE@IERE E H H-RER K S -
SR KRE - B <R ( feelings of alienation ) o K - $EHIHE
R EEHE R EE T BRI S | BRBEHERERER o B
~ RO EER I IO SR S GIRRE o

et - [ BEHE | ( hegemony ) B [ EFERHMEKHL | ( ineological
domination ) FEGHKYEHE ~ MERHFCERKBREHEE - VT DR
P I K R R K B B B L X3 AR 9 ( supportive functions ) o AIY -
k- ESRHQER R RRE RO ~ OXEME HREREREM- - [
MERT | REE | & 1 EKREENFEIERES/ER: °

B ~ EREIE I TSR i M TR B HH S IR S I i (SR i
& - IRt NI B R IR R S B R KH I i B ER e o

R - I BRI e R K - KR - MEE TR
il - SRR R AT TR R EGR S o B | SEEN ~ BEHREIHHEH mkE
¥ ( Marxist instrumentalist ) IR MEM FOREHRHAK « L - #H
<H Ak SRR X 2 R <R -~ 00 G R e i T R M -
iy ~ SEEHE - K IE EnR gD - EPREE SR | TR K KH R
EsfERE o (Roelofs,1985:p61 ) N ~ RIIRIER O iddn - H B S B
F TR E SRR -

K - B R R KK R T S R HE - DN MR
EEIH MRS o W BB HEIKE - S EERE T - S
R EHEmMERE R REN < B ERINSE (interest ) ° KX -~ MJER
HELBERE@ANE - MANHEREESEETERNK-ERR - DEK TR
WHERDKESET - B | ¥ - HKEESRRESR KNS - &
#H | AEESIEFMEREEMREINRE EE— B mER R
ErRERUREHHRLICEHES -

sl

R | FESWHmERTRKE [ #8821 ( fragmentation ) — 2
RIHHBEHOEEE [ RIRHHE | ( pluralism ) £ - W RBHIFIK R
- [ RS | iR IS X MR R O XK EER QISR E o B
8 - BERKEREIER ( piecemeal funding ) P& [ #rES | SEDN -
- H R A | ERE R R U T o K - XK
B - ORI i R R LR KR - BSOS IERTRRE [ RS
] —RE@ENERKRES - IR R -SSR -

ZEURNEOERT SESECE - [ MEHIE | ( voluntarism ) £1E
IRESH AR B UK - BRI GRS R SR B IR el v

| 2 ERoE (adjunct ) - HEZAWHEGH @ Hi L EE R - H o B KHEKHKE
HEh - - R - R - YO R E R I R TR SR IR ik i
P EE e —— IR R @ K R B RS - NEER IR -

SR R R e B R R TR AP P © IR - e il e S H I
SRR TR R R ORI N2 [ 8848 | ( marginalize ) Xk
VB R E K HEEOIGERE o 8N - LIRS KRS SRS
ERBIAREE T R R R EEE o ERoelofs KR ~ R0 -- Y |

HECT QIS RN-ERE N E - BRI < O REM O E g a8
TH#EH- o ( Roelofs,1985:p87 ) .

K- -~ KR IREHIR SR R IR SR R AT R - O - 2
SR | i K L i IR BN BT R © I ~ SR H B R TR (B
RS H m B —— M < ST IHH R I B IR e [ R e R B R H - HE
B o KRR S R H IR EE i H B K © ((Gorz, 1967:p10 ) BENRE - 1
IRESHHIE R QMR e R G i G B S S R ) HI KRR ©

8N - MBHB SRR HEE EE R - KRR - 1Y | ks 2
& ( paradigm ) - EmY - DEEEEERE RNIYEE e E RS ERE X
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ISR E o K - RIBHEKEERERR - 2RBHENEER
ﬁ%%&_%ﬁﬂﬁﬂ?ﬁ%%% o BRI - MEEH S W@ R E EREET

- MERE- R - K UR-EKORRE o 8N - ERIRESHIRINE | @8
%ﬁ\%%ﬁ%ﬁg,%%Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ$ﬁ%@%ﬁ@oﬁﬁ
| SIS - BEHERES A AT 4R BT B — SIS ~ MR IR B H I TR T
Y - MEANER ((MEREE ) KLKKE RS DGR

i 7 {wE The Parsons Problem: T#{my jm{ 8 3H 5 {74
( What is the structure of interdependence? )

| |48k Talcott Parsons ( 1966 ) TN [ & | ( adaptation )
[ mEks4sX | ( goal — attainment ) - [ 8440 | (integration ) & [ K E
] (latent pattern — maintenance ) Bl - R K ok an o KR -~ iZan
IR - B - MERD IRE KR E i EE - N SEHR-HRE
I KRR - IE XSS EHT o SN - parsons IR #EMEIIFREBAXKEER
ToBEE L ENEE - BB | HinBE—E e BEEHR ( macro — soci-
etal theory -+ HHH#ERIE ) o

| - Parsons EHEERE - ( MEZLKIZ - BHIRY - 1986 - HHEEH @nm%o

R M T R R
o I3H IS
o, o | BN - EaEe
RS | SRR DEE RO - R - T

HEERE | B £ R KI|E N
g X SRR BT S S RUERCEL
mEEME | IREMERERET L REE gttt

ERINEDEEKI - T [ 48 HEEIR | ( structural pressure ) -
B~ <ERMEHDE o K - [ | SHKEER - -k g H e R
IR SR SRR R K SR I K ( the local business climate ) ¥ REN | o
S - IR E RN RRIK - kKR IR S RRIR R R R R i

-~ PR dim < ESmEHITGE o ( Hougland and Shepard, 1985 ) 824N - IR
B EELE B ( dynamics ) K& - MEHIKN | EEEINE
R o

R | B e I H e S B K IR R s H S S s
fRH- © Bremner (1960 ) EERRIEH - [ #EI<DRIKRIMERK- T @m | @
MEHEE - FCE<FREEHREEHE K - DO DT
HI ( charity ) RIS o SEN BRSO G IR R £ S X IREE I E T =

- RN R HINE K- G g i u 52 o | ( Bremner,1960:p186 )

R - MEBERTEERRrIEBEINTHE - DERamyikizge
el - HmX | RREHEXCERTERES « INSFEEEREEER -
Kirsten Gronbjerg FEfRIEH KL HUME EEEEK- M EEEER - NERRE
mY-- [ 4o&- | ( cooperation ) - [ #E# | ( accommodation ) - [ 8% J (
competition ) XX [ #HdH | ( symibosis ) —— & mjlg | #EEELIF KT HK
R BE QR0 ( politicize ) WIRE o KR - RS E—mMEEE R
EX SR - RiENEEHTNE R E - REHENR - MRS EEH -
HELERMHPE X< YRGB S s o

- @HREE |- @<k OE SR - RERHE |
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TR | W o BRNER e —IERT S EHIERE R < e
oy - TERUTEE [ BT WwH B8 ] ( proprietary managmént
styles ) LRI RILIIKE - HnE X EE YRS B BRaERR
1 EEEEREEY o ( Gronbjerg,1987:p78 )

Rz | BERCEXEZEKKEEEEL WA | XH - Knoke apd
Wood (1981 ) $L3IK - - mimid Erap B id e AR - B QH RS
I R R IO RS BRKE - SIS SR xR e KR
o ( Knoke and Wood,1981:p190 ) g E e i I 5 37 MK - [ S RO
SRR o K58 - B - Kie—MEEiE EBREDmR-R | W
EHSITE o iR | INEKREZSERREGENMHERT - § | WE
PRI HE R i R e [ HE 88 ( the dark side of direct demde-
racy ) ° ( Knoke and Wood,1081:pp191 —192 )

8N - TR R B KL - MR ERE - W< WRET el
EE | EHHHEERKER o 15 - RUREHFKR - NREHKEmER -
R RIS D - 1 - IR E B RIRR - &
EEMELG R o

1 - Y

TR IR AR ~ SREESDE T + - FR Tocqeville EDurkheim % $2
~ HEKIRERIE KB REEE - KERMEBEHECE | @H<EHE - SrBEL
REBNEE 1 - ~ Michels RINSK I RS K EH ( elite dondi-
nance ) HETH- - R Weber WIREK-HHHEE K IR E A WY - [EMarx WINLS
B SR H T ( economic dominance ) {2108 o XY - Parsons i
IR B DR - KR EMBRTHRE - f<URRCNERCERIE

28N - KERmERT R HEE | EihE i - B8 - RQmE
R R R P B L B 8 4 @I ( total social fact ) REQHE - &K1
MR SR R E L i —— I B e iR R e - MEEER
e A 10 ) i S 2 X I SRS e S A N R R IR B P - i
i - HBORET EZRIBHEE | ( welfare pluralism ) £FEH - KREES
B | RE IR [ & | ( partnerships ) SEBEER - (&L -
R 5 I o R i e R 3 R o 2 P T 4 2 KK P 5 < R R R A
EREN e
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