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S EEXUER L S UTA B 4 E LA : %% (governing) ~ 478 (govern ) ~ # % ( governance)

BERFAEY > BB FAEARANMEFBEE  HOKSREBERSEEIHATHE > BH %7

ETEHBMER -

% &, http://www.ap.nhu.edu.tw/cybersun/gg/ »

> MEAKBHAEFE—EEEARTHAALL  — A0 FRIMEAE (Ottava) -

® RABHHLEEAMEANFEES Gl EEHESWEE - FHE AT HE ] (corporate
governance) EZ AL GIEA M 0 MR H % B LM R K4 T4 49 H £ ( Behholze,
1992) o



92 6

27
steering
®
Cybernetics and Steering
indicators @
Policy Instruments
® Institutional Analysis institution
J. G. March J. P.Olsen 1989
norms logic of appropriate
regime’s norms ® Rational Choice
— principal-agent
shirk
D Networks and Policy

Communities

®
z
8

Marxism and Critical Theory

legitimacy crisis

Pierre Peters government

— - EREBE THEEEEDN

Pierre  Peters

Prakash  Jeffrey



28

Aseem Prakash & Jeffrey A. Hart, 1999

A

Aseem Prakash & Jeffrey A. Hart, 1999

B— : LRI B EHKE R R

nation-state
Brown, 1992

Farazmand, 1999; Kettl, 2000

Beck, 1994
The World Market
Failure
supranational
WTO Sampson, 1996
2001 26-27



92 6 29

antinomy
transformation

Rhodes 1996
United
Nation Commission on Global Governance
Our Global Neighborhood
®
@ domination
accommodation ©) @

Marie-Claude Smouts, 1998: 83-84

\/

B : EeEREBE (BRKER : fFEEHR)

7

AT #ER A EVLLARGERMBHMRNYRAL  WEALKATURME > flo
SRUBEEABRT O BAE : PR X BT RTES > WEHERSEHEARLR -



30

Rhodes 1996: 652-667 2000: 55-63
governance as a socio-cybernetic system
from state to society
Pierre Peters

Pierre and Peters, 2000: 28

2001
Rhodes governance as international
interdependence o
Gonzalez 111 and Bhatta, 1998:
3
realism liberalism functionalism
rational choice theories institutionalism
multilateral regime theory
International Regimes
8

Pierreand Peters # 6 B R & B 0 & & H 2842 K w33 (4 R Pierre and Peters, 2000 : 14-
23) e E gL AN EHEX (hierarchies) ~ WiF#& X (markets) ~ # % # X
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BEHZTHEE (LT -2001:66) « HEEFHNEE TAR ) B HE RGBS
AFAEGAER2RAME  TWR) ~ TRM) GREAALNEY  EEHNER -
THR]EHWR—ERETHEENAH HRTER: TRM HWE—HEEANLEEH
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YoM SlesE s ML AR SR (dvil society empower model ) 1 £ 7 K
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“Structure Causes and Regime Consequences. Regime as Intervening Variables.” in International

18
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Y T o B AL T % BUF B 414 (intergovernmental organizations, # 14 1GO) i 15 3k

B 4% (international non-governmental organizations, %% INGO) M A%E s M A H T HE K
MR BEAEETRENEE 2 BEBEESNRE -

BRE BRHGRNELARBAREEARLHZITA EEEMTEARRZEBEEZ &
AMBERZIREE  RBRINMERNRBEONKBEE » BR2H - A =ZEE RPN
B HMAAN—E T EERZEF MU RE (LKL X > 2001b) o

KEH B b HE £ & (neo-libera institutionalism) B BLE > BF T K ZEEWEH S HENTE
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2 WHREREALEEBWEE - BATH  HAKEL A LEBRERFAL > REFEE
BEER > AR Y HEE R B R 4% 2% B BUF 4 (intermediate NGOs) » 31
EBERALE —EREYARRLEER YL EES : 324844 (grassroots organizations,
GROs) » EHMERERA L —EHE » WL ERTH —HRMERLEH Y (L LHE
—% 3% > 2001 : 206)

Jon Pierre f1 B. Guy Peters # % % B At Fl K 4 %84 = @8k : (DM L H# i %E (moving
up) W EAREEREAB MBI THEFEFBRRKRNE N s O T 4wy 5E (moving
down) EXERFEAEFR - BHBEBLNE ~ R A RFREEBEHE R L EROM 4
U5 E (moving out) Bl 2 M ERE RN E I RE LB EFFHEL G ABKASE - U
REEd B A (NGOs) #4/0#£ RH H$ATHFH % 7 £ L (£ R Piereand Peters,
83-91) o
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International Non-Governmental Organizations, iINGOs
Nonprofit Organizations, NPOs Civil Society Organizations,
CsO
1999 202
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2001 212-213 %

X BB SRY  RABOANEEEE AHNRTRE -

P Gl EBREEHE AT BT AR B A LFRES A ERTHER > 2
AR—AANE s — AN LFBASERAT S TEEHRAREHE AU ARLLTE
L ERBHTHERATH -

B pH ERHURTEARNREECH  ORBRFAOLEFRATHER/RNRYG : @
BEBRRWALBKARTEUATHZ  OXBULEFH IR BERBEE N £AE : QR
EARSH HRAREH EAARXN :OEAHE LB HHHEAE (L AHELE
1998 : 20) o

g RXE TR FARECEES > EOABE LN ERY - FRFARHBEALE
BTARLABANERZS > £ 5 A FRRUAECECE T AL EBLROEMRY
B HEHAWSREFABEN I - EROERANL > EHA  FRFUREEEL Y
CHARURI > FLER ETHEL MEF T2 AL EER BB EE - FEN - &
BA BT AREAN THEE Y R —ANEE > AT EHNBE > THHE
I MAEEEHRER Y ST A EEY -
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B 25 http://Amww.ap.nhu.edu.tw/cyber sun/gg/

P AR EABAERELCA NS B EARBER B ERA BN R EEDBERY
BEAASCWAHMTEAVEBRBAEDHEARNEAY  wAEW e RBEREERY
HETHE REZAGEFRFAAEENABTENEFAEHRENTRET -
RESZREABCRR TN LB/ H THELH] ~ THERBAASGHE I E - flwRERE
MEBRATAIS & BB €4 444 Republicof China B ERE —ANANFEFEAENE »
HEBEEHE LKA Taipel, China> KBEELEZ > EERATIHEEEE - Xl aH 4
HERZZEHRS (UNICFF) ~ BB 4L Z 85 & (ECPAT > International ) ~ H R UK &
& KA\ 4 4 B 414 (the NGO Group for the Convention on the Rights of the Child ) B 4 + #
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NGOs NGOs
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xR— : WEIS N2 IFBUSRBR BRI %ER 1,064

101 37 32
3 17 82
16 21 27
100 31 11
232 18 26
48 68 61
76 49 8

http://www.mofa.gov.tw/newmofa/org/nation3_other.htm

O O

INGO *
INGO
ECOSOC
WHO INGO INGO
2002 63 INGO

HITE_BRAEFERAHERAREG I Zoo — S+ AT LtEEBABAT AP EHEH
B0 ) BT E P EEAET o AR R ATH AR E 8 B 4 E % A Chinese Taipei (& #
gd) cHEMEFABILTE > 57+ % RE K HH 35—— hitp://;www.mofa.gov.tw/newmofa/
0rg/ngo910117.htm#a
BEBARARLKHEGREASREABRFRRABRAENNREBNRAEE Bl ilH £H
RIRBRALEEZNL  RERNRTRL TERRAKBERELZEE ) >  URRBFERH
CESHBABER LR A BEERIE -

KEFHFAEBAE (RBEBEERFAL INGO) » AEETHFHEWHK > ZEK
MEE B R E > Pl B IR M ALH (Amnesty International ) % £ 3k % 56 2 & a7 & B > EIR
BB 6% 2 E (Al-Tawan Section) AZABREZ— ¢ B2 EBRMREFEE L
EEANEEH  c EEMEARKENINGO> T4 A (REHK »2002: 54-70) ~ # # K H 4

R A3 ¢ http://www.mofa.gov.tw/newmofa/org/nation3_other.htm o
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2001 NGOs
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INGO
INGO
2002 153 EU
34
NGOs 2001 144

BREARNREE A MARKERERB R THEN KL BOE > SREFT T TES
RIBENELBAXGE BN BFEER T AR L) - BENZIARRANMBE S
-3

¥ RHFARHEELE oc 0 ERATERT AR ERETHARLBA  SHBLHZ
BERNEAVER  AMEN I FERNARE IR S L Loy MR E R B A
BoBMBENRAERS R RRERAS  SHERFTELEM NI ARERY 6%
B EHAL -
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NGOs 2002 59
NGOs NGOs
NGOs s
2001 194

35

36

37

E_HENIEEEEA - HEA IR A FHARERN - EFNIR > TBAE TH
7 4 X 1 ( supplemental diplomacy ) ~ I # K 4b %X 1 ( citizen diplomacy ) ~ T 3F IE R 4} % 1 (unofficia
diplomacy ) » BEH # & ~ &% ~ B ik ~ K F B E MR M A 4y oh 88 ( Saunders, 1991:
49-50, 56-57 ; 3l B A2 ~ EH A 0 1999: 106) o B2 » B NGOs % F & — #.38 4h X B >
FEAVCALHEAE FRKBACHES  BEZXRMNAESEHAET  TUHEGRE —
AN ER (BZHm -~ FHE1999:107) » THTRRARZE —REWHE & o
ERRABKKREBREESRLEEEE (ECOSOC) Hzhm il » HHAEBEZ— > HE
ERNGOsEEy 4 BALHULAREEARXRELE X ~HATERIMEBTHR
B Hertk A - D% 4y NGOs» H % 844 E fn ECOSOC #y T4 B : @3% NGOs & &
SRR ERFHEEQDFENGOs b ZEREEHFREEMEFFLUL(S LREDE 2002 :
59) -

BRABRETAERTHARGEE  LAFCRTEH Y £ (autonomy ) ~ F ¥
(transparency ) WL &3 # ¥ (accountability) wy& R E] » L AL ERBNABBEM ~ LKL E
HlobBFERMRELAMKBRELNME 2E4:ONPO HE AN EIEERBETL
QBFHEEA IR B AREAKKAE OB R BALAAGARENEE : OHWMHY
BEEFRERGZHA: OEBRMGZ AR EGEAREE (RE -NPO%) B ENRLE - £
R (B EH > hitp://www.lcencf.org.tw/index-c.htm)
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% 4w = OO= 4 % B FEE W % & 4% ¥ 4 % # (Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome »
SARS) Z e R E - BN A B B 28 NGOs E BT & fF iR F R EE K INGO X #% » U
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Global Governance and Civil Society:

Participant in International Society of Perspective of
Non-Governmental Organization in Taiwan

Ching-yu Chung”

Abstract

Globalization currently has raised a number of related issues. The prospective of
global governance and transnational decision-making is now challenging the
traditional model of the national state. This paper focuses on the relationship of
governance and civil society in increasingly globalized world, specifically, the role of
NGO’s (non-governmental organizations) in international society as an interface
between citizens and transnational government. Moreover, this paper attempts to
explore trend and function of NGOs when it takes action in international society in
terms of international regimes. This paper at last argues that, in the case of Taiwan,
NGOs have a mediating role in civil society, and tries to explore ways in which
Taiwanese NGOs can participate effectively in international society.

Key words: globalization, global governance, civil society, non-governmental
organizations (NGOs), international society, international regimes

*Ph.D. Candidate of Sun Yat-sen Graduate Institute of Social Science and Humanities, Chengchi
University.
Contact Chung can reach at <ehanks@email.cib.gov.tw>



52



