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107(1)公共行政學系公共行政與民主政治課程綱要表 

科目名稱 公共行政與民主政治專題 

先修科目 無 

授課教師 陳敦源; donc@nccu.edu.tw; 29393091 ext.51145 

開課年級 碩博 學分數 三 每週授課時數 三 實習時數  

開 課 別 一學期課程 (週二 9:10~12:00) 教室 271149 

修 習 別 選修 

教學目標 本課程的目的，是希望結合公共行政與民主政治原典研讀，使同學對於

民主行政的重要性與在地性能有更為深刻的認識，也為著將來在相關領

域進行本土研究作好準備。本課程共分為三段，第一段是「公共行政的

起源與本質」，讓同學了解公共行政的起源問題，以及公共行政的起源

與民主政治之間的關聯；第二段是「民主理論與公共行政」，討論民主

理論中幾個重要的概念，以及它們與公共行政的關聯；最後一個部份是

「行政與政治的互動」，討論八項行政與政治互動關鍵的研究議題，帶

領學生了解該領域可以切入的研究主題。 

授課方式 由學生報告、老師輔助討論為主 

成績評定 平時成績（75%~65%）; 期末論文或期末考（25%~35%） 

教科書 影印資料讀本 材料編號 

 進     度     內     容 必讀 報告 

1 (09/18) 課程簡介：公共行政與民主政治，Why bother? 1 X 

 公共行政的起源與本質 

2 (09/25) 公共行政的起源 2 A1;A2 

3 (10/02) 權力分立與公共行政 3, 4 B1;B2 

4 (10/09) 民主行政的建構 5, 6 C1;C2 

5 (10/16) 官僚體系與民主政治 7 D1;D2 

 民主理論與公共行政 

6 (10/23) 全意志與民意 8, 9 E1,E2 

7 (10/30) 多元主義與集體選擇 10 F1,F2 

8 (11/06) 公民參與 11 G1;G2  

9 (11/13) 審議式民主 12, 13 H1;H2 

             行政與政治的互動 

10 (11/20) 政治與行政二分 14.15 I1;I2 

11 (11/27) 官僚責任與民主 16, 17 J1;J2 

12 (12/04) 回應性與專業性 18, 19 K1;K2 

13 (12/11) 課責機制的運作與設計 20, 21 L1,L2 

14 (12/18) 官僚體系的政治控制 22, 23 M1;M2 

15 (12/25) 代表性官僚 24 N1;N2 

16 (01/01) 開國紀念日放假一天 25 O1,O2 

17 (01/08) 公共政策與民主政治 26 P1,P2 

18 (01/15) 電子化政府與電子化民主  

19 (01/22) 綜合討論  
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壹、課程緣起與目的 

 

一、 課程緣起 

台灣民主化之後，對公共行政學界產生了兩個主要的衝擊，其一，在研究方

面，過去三十年台灣公共行政研究的重心，並沒有放在民主政治上，大環境的不

需要，以及理論上「天然」的「政治/行政」二分屏障，讓公共行政學界對台灣

當代民主化的衝擊缺乏預備；其二，在實務上，自許貼近實務界的公共行政學界，

對於實務界大量民主轉型的專業要求，如議會公關、政策參與、政策行銷、電子

化民主…等議題，出現專業上的空虛，讓學界對實務界的回應性轉弱，值得學界

警醒與注意；事實上，如果仔細回顧美國公共行政學在過去一個世紀的發展，我

們可以發現「公共行政與民主政治」是一個長期存在的主流研究範疇，其中有許

多關鍵的議題，值得台灣學界認真探索與學習。 

本課程藉由密集討論「美國」公共行政與民主政治關係的研究發展，來強化

台灣學生對於身處民主大環境當中，台灣公共行政學門定位的認識，進而發展出

「公共行政與民主政治」的本土研究議題。本課程最早源自九十年度世新大學碩

士在職專班的「公共行政與民主」的專題，課程內容大多為中文論著，該課程本

為必修，後改為選修課，90(1), 91(1), 92(1)連續開課三年；之後，本課程改以英

文論著研討為主，重新統整，在政治大學公共行政學系以博碩課程的層級，93(1), 

94(2), 95(2), 96(2), 97(2), 98(2), 99(2), 102(1), 103(2)已開課九次。 

 

二、 課程目的 

本課程主要以刺激研究為導向，藉由對於「公共行政與民主政治」相關議題

的了解，滿足博碩士班同學的研究需求，因此，本課程將內容焦點從過去的中文

論著，轉變成全英文的論著研讀，其目的有三： 

 

(一) 登高望遠 (On Giant’s Shoulder)：對於「公共行政與民主政治」有興趣的學

子來說，基礎工作應該是對美國學界累積了一世紀相關的研究，進行踏實

且完整的探索，也只有站在融會貫通這些文獻的基礎上，學生才能夠發展

台灣相關議題，更才有可能突破美國文獻的藩籬，創造真正的本土研究。 

(二) 發表是硬道理 (Publish or Perish)：學習發表是研究最重要的工作，也是台

灣學界近十年最重要的發展，公共行政學界自不例外，而中英文發表最重

要的基礎，就是與學門研究議題焦點的關聯性，以及方法論的適當性，這

兩點都可以從本課程研讀相關「原典」(classics)的過程中得到強化。 

(三) 研究就是實務 (Research is Reality)：研究與實務並不對立，研究的問題通

常是被實務的現象所激發，而研究的結果可以對實務改革，提供最深刻的
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建議；因此，本課程基本上是專注在研究上，但是仍然是站在對實務發展

關懷的角度出發，學生所需要的是一點「耐心」而已。 

 

貳、課程要求 
 

一、 課堂教材研讀指引 

 

(一) 每週的研讀教材都在第參部份「課程教材研讀大綱」當中列明，學生每週來

上課最基本的責任就是「必須研讀」以數字編號的教材(1, 2, 3…)，而以英文

字母編號的教材(A, B, C…)學生可以視自己狀況許可「選擇研讀」。因此，總

共加起來，學生在本堂課中，最少可以研讀 26 篇文獻，這些絕大多數是公共

行政與民主政治的經典文獻，如果加上選讀或是課堂報告的文獻，而至多學

生可以研讀 60 篇文獻。 

 

(二) 研讀論文最重要的就是回答下面五個問題： 

 

1. 作者最重要處理的研究問題是什麼？該問題為何重要？ 

2. 作者是如何討論這個問題？他切入的角度有哪些？使用了哪些文獻？ 

3. 作者討論這個問題的時候，使用了些什麼事件、案例、歷史作為佐證？這

些經驗案例的背景是什麼？ 

4. 作者明示或是暗示的研究方法是什麼？ 

5. 作者所得到主要的結論有哪些？他們與實務的關聯性為何？ 

 

(三) 如果研讀時希望能夠有批判的眼光，讀者可以問下面的三個問題： 

 

1. 作者的研究問題與學界的研究焦點是否是相關聯的(relevant)？還是有更

好的途徑可以彰顯這個問題的重要性？ 

2. 作者所使用的研究方法是否適當，過程是否有可以改進的地方？業如何改

進？ 

3. 作者所得出的結論，與作者研究問題以及研究方法之間，存在怎麼樣的邏

輯關聯性？這關聯性是否有瑕疵？該如何改進？ 

 

(四) 鼓勵同學組成小的讀書團體，一起研讀教材，最好是大家都讀完了，再一起

討論；當然，如果因為時間的關係，大家分工研讀，老師也不反對，但是要

注意，每一個人對整篇文獻的架構都必須有完整的認識。 
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(五) 上課參與也是學習重要的方法之一，共分為兩方面，第一在加分方面，由於

上課踴躍參與討論，也能成功帶動同學上課氣氛，老師會酌於增加參與分數；

另一方面，一次沒來，參與分數扣兩分，直到十分扣完為止。 

 

二、 課堂研讀筆記寫作指引 

(一) 學生必須負責寫作研讀筆記，碩士班學生八篇，博士班學生十篇，針對每週

上課時編號碼(1, 2, 3…)的文獻寫作(如果是輪到的報告週，也可以寫當週的文

獻)，研讀筆記當週上課時交，並且請以全文加附件的方式，post 在「Moodle」

(http://moodle.nccu.edu.tw/login/index.php，可由 iNCCU 的校園資訊系統直接

連入)，也可作為上課時發言的依據。 

 

(二) 每一篇約 500 字，最好不要超過 800 字，該心得寫作主要的目的，是一種「研

讀筆記」(reading notes)，這樣的筆記對同學未來寫作相關文章時極有幫助。 

 

(三) 建議的寫作方式，是從文章中找尋一段話，通常是學生自己認為這篇文章的

「靈魂論述」(soul statement)，將這樣的論述放在文章頁首，以此為出發論說

對這段論述的看法、延伸的意義、或是研究的可能等。(請參附錄一) 

 

三、 課堂帶領討論指引 

(一) 視修課人數多寡，碩士生要負責一~二次、博士生要負責二~三次課堂導讀

的工作，導讀的分配在學期初的課堂上完成。 

 

(二) 負責帶領的學生，上課前將該週應讀資料閱讀完畢，包括「數字」與「字

母」的資料，但是主要報告以「字母」資料為主，並準備一份 3~5 頁的書

面資料，也請 post 在「Moodle」上，書面資料的內容可以依照「課堂教材

研讀指引」中的五個問題與三個問題來建構。用一堂課前 40 分鐘時間，向

全班簡介閱讀心得，並想好討論提綱，於剩下的時間帶領同學討論。(請參

附錄二) 

 

四、 學期論文指引 

 

(一) 學期末報告，學生(博、碩)應從十六個課程單元當中，挑選一個單元，從

Follow-up readings 開始切入進行主題定位，蒐集相關的中英文文獻。 

(二) 碩士班學生應完成一篇 5000~8000 字的文獻回顧，將該單元中的文獻作一

個整理，做法類似期刊中的 review article，只不過篇幅較少。 

http://moodle.nccu.edu.tw/login/index.php
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(三) 博士班學生應完成一篇 8000~10000 字的研究案計畫書，有些像申請國科會

的研究案計畫書，其中包括完整的文獻回顧，研究方法設計，以及預期的

成果等部份。 

(四) 第六週請繳交 300~500 的寫作大綱，目的乃是事先讓老師知道學生寫作的

方向，也歡迎學生與老師討論。延遲的同學將酌扣期末論文成績。 

(五) 期末論文繳交期限 2019 年 01 月 25 日(五)，逾期以零分計算。 

 

五、 寫作倫理問題 

由於近來網路使用的普及，抄襲的可能性大增，建議同學從開始就養成尊重

他人智慧財產權的習慣，這也是一種「自信」的表現，能夠尊重別人論述產權的

學者，才可能是一位自重而後受到他人尊重的學者，抄襲通常是一種「誘惑」

(temptation)，抄襲者一方面想要有快速的發表，表現自己的學術成就，但是另一

方面又不想花功夫研讀消化與思考，應該設法避免。本課程各種心得與報告的內

容，學生都必須署名，也都表示作者負有被個人或機構抄襲審查的義務，在此定

出幾點應該加註的狀況，提供學生參考： 

 

(一) 原文引用(包括翻譯)，應該加上附註，並且原文以引號(「」)與文章分開，

如果引文超過一行，建議以文內分段引用的方式為之。 

(二) 原意引用，包括章節結構、分類方法、名詞定義等等，雖然經過自己下筆重

新改寫，但是原則上仍然應該以引註的方式註明原始概念的來源。 

 

六、成績計算 

 

 本課程成績計算的方式如下表所列： 

 

碩士 (Master’s) 博士 (PhD’s) 

工作內容 計分比重 工作內容 計分比重 

1. 研讀筆記(8) 40% (一篇 5%) 1. 研讀筆記(10) 30% (一篇 3%) 

2. 課堂報告(1~2) 25% 2. 課堂報告(2~3) 25% 

3. 期末報告 25% 3. 期末報告 35% 

4. 上課參與 10% 4. 上課參與 10% 

總共 100% 總共 100% 
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參、 課程教材研讀大綱 

 

“The central problem of democratic administrative theory, as of all 

democratic political theory, is how to reconcile the desire for democracy 

with the demands of authority.” (Dwight Waldo, 1952) 

 

 

Week One (09/18): Introduction: Public Administration & 

Democracy 

 

1. Kettl, D. F. (1999) “The Future of Public Administration.” Journal of Public 

Affairs Education 5(April): 127~33. Originally presented in the APSA-NASPAA 

Committee on the Advancement of Public Administration at the 1998 Annual 

Meeting of the American Political Science Association, Boston, USA, accessed 

from: http://www.h-net.org/~pubadmin/tfreport/kettl.pdf, 09/04/2004. 

*(X) Wynia, B. L. (1974) “Federal Bureaucrats’ Attitudes Toward a Democratic 

Ideology.” Public Administrative Review, March/April, pp.156~162. 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Dunleavy, Patrick, Helen Margetts, Simon Bastow and Jane Tinkler. (2006) 

“New Public Management Is Dead: Long Live Digital-Era Governance.” 

Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory, 16(3): 467-494. 

@ Golembiewski, Robert T. (1996) “The Future of Public Administration: End of 

a Short Stay in the Sun? Or a New Day A-Dawning?” Public Administration 

Review, 56(2): 139-148. 

@ Goodsell, Charles T. (2006) “A New Vision for Public Administration.” Public 

Administration Review, 66(4): 623-635. 

@ Lynn, Laurence E., Jr. (2006) “The New Public Management as International 

Phenomenon: A Skeptical View.” In Eric Edwin Otenyo and Nancy S. Lind, 

eds. Comparative Public Administrative: The Essential Readings, Research in 

Public Policy and Management, 15: 573-591. 

@ Raadschelders, J. C. N. (2011) “The Future of the Study of Public 

Administration: Embedding Research Object and Methodology in 

Epistemology and Ontology.” Public Administration Review, 71(6): 916–924. 

@ Riggs, Fred W. (1951) “Chinese Administration in Formosa.” Far Eastern 

http://www.h-net.org/~pubadmin/tfreport/kettl.pdf
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Survey, 20(21): 209-15. 

@ Riggs, Fred W. (1998) “Public Administration in America: Why Our 

Uniqueness Is Exceptional and Important.” Public Administration Review, 

58(1): 22-31. 

 

Part I：The Origin and Nature of Public Administration 

 

Week Two (09/25): The Origin of Public Administration 

 

2. Wilson, Woodrow. (1887) “The Study of Administration.” Political Science 

Quarterly 2 (Also, J. M. Shafritz and A. C. Hyde, 1992 3rd eds. Classics of Public 

Administration Harcourt Brace, pp. 11-24). 

*(A-1) Kettl, D. (2000). “Public Administration at the Millennium: The State of the 

Field,” Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory 10(1): 7-34. 

*(A-2) Bryson, John M., Barbara C. Crosby, and Laura Bloomberg. (2014) “Public 

Value Governance: Moving Beyond Traditional Public Administration and the 

New Public Management.” Public Administration Review, 74(4): 445-456. 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Fry, B. R. (1998) Mastering Public Administration: From Max Weber to 

Dwight Waldo. Chatham House. 

@ Miller, G. (2000) “Above Politics: Credible Commitment and Efficiency in the 

Design of Public Agencies.” Journal of Public Administration Research and 

Theory, 10(2): 289~327. 

@ Nabatchi, Tina, Holly T. Goerdel and Shelly Peffer. (2011) “Public 

Administration in Dark Times: Some Questions for the Future of the Field” 

Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory, 21 (suppl 1): i29-i43. 

@ Pestrittoa, Ronald J. (2012) “Roosevelt, Wilson, and the Democratic Theory of 

National Progressivism.” Social Philosophy and Policy, 29(2): 318-334. 

@ Rabin, J. and J. S. Bowman, eds. (1984) Politics and Administration: Woodrow 

Wilson and American Public Administration. New York: Marcel Dekker. 

@ Stillman, Richard J. (1997) “American vs. European Public Administration: 

Does Public Administration Make the Modern State, or Does the State Make 

Public Administration?” Public Administration Review, 57(4): 332-38. 

@ Walker, Larry. (1989) “Woodrow Wilson, Progressive Reform, and Public 

Administration.” Political Science Quarterly, 104(3): 509-525. 
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Week Three (10/02): Separation of Power and Public Administration 

 

3. Cooke, Jacob E. (1961)The Federalist Paper, #10, 51. Wesleyan University. 

4. Goodnow, F. (1990/2003) Politics and Administration. Chapter 1~2. Transaction 

Publishers. 

*(B-1) Cook, B. J. (1992) “Subordination or Independence for Administrators? The 

Decision of 1789 Reexamined.” Public Administration Review, 52(5): 497~504. 

*(B-2) Thynne, Ian and Roger Wettenhall. (2004) “Public Management and 

Organizational Autonomy: The Continuing Relevance of Significant Earlier 

Knowledge.” International Review of Administrative Sciences 70(4): 609-621. 

 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Nichols, D. K. (1998) “Administrative Responsibility and the Separation of 

Powers.” In Active Duty: Public Administration as Democratic Statesmanship, 

P. A. Lawler, R. M. Schaefer, and D. L Schaefer, eds. Rowman & Littfield. 

@ Rosenbloom, David H. (1983) “Public Administrative Theory and the 

Separation of Powers.” Public Administration Review, 43( May/June): 

219~228. 

@ Riggs, F. W. (1997). “Bureaucracy and Viable Constitutionalism.” In Designs for 

Democratic Stability: Studies in Viable Constitutionalism. A. I. Baaklini and H. 

Desfosses, eds. Armonk, NY: M. E. Sharpe. 

 

Week Four (10/09): Democratic Administration (Governance) 

 

5. Waldo, D. (1952) “Development of Theory of Democratic Administration.” 

American Political Science Review, 46(1): 81~103. 

6. Simon, H. A. and Drucker, P. F. (1952) “’Development of the Theory of 

Democratic Administration’: Replies and Comments.” American Political Science 

Review, 46(2): 494~503. 

*(C-1) Ostrom, V. 2nd. (1989) “Chapter Three: The Work of Contemporary Political 

Economists; Chapter Four: A Theory of Democratic Administration: The Rejected 

Alternative.” In The Intellectual Crisis in American Public Administration. 

Tuscaloose: The University of Alabama Press. 

*(C-2) Meier, Kenneth J. and Laurence J. O’Toole, Jr. (2006) “Chapter One: 

Governance and the Bureaucracy Problem.“ In Bureaucracy in a Democratic State: 

A Governance Perspective, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, pp.1-20. 
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Follow-up Readings: 

@ Bevir, Mark. (2006) “Democratic Governance: Systems and Radical 

Perspectives.” Public Administration Review, 66(3): 426-36. 

@ Box, Richard C., Gary S. Marshall, B. J. Reed and Christine M. Reed. (2001) 

“New Public Management and Substantive Democracy.” Public 

Administration Review, 61(5): 608-19. 

@ McGinnis, M. D. and Ostrom, E. (2012) “Reflections on Vincent Ostrom, 

Public Administration, and Polycentricity.” Public Administration Review, 

72(1): 15–25. 

@ Hill, Carolyn J. and Laurence E. Lynn, Jr. (2005) “Is Hierarchical Governance in 

Decline? Evidence from Empirical Research.” Journal of Public Administration 

Research and Theory 15(2): 1-23. 

@ Christensen, Tom and Per Laegreid. (2002) “New Public Management: Puzzles 

of Democracy and the Influence of Citizens.” The Journal of Political 

Philosophy, 10(3): 267-295. 

@ Golembiewski, R. T. (1977) “A Critique of ‘Democratic Administration’ and Its 

Supporting Ideation.” American Political Science Review, 71(4): 1488~1507. 

@ Ostrom, V. (1977) “Some Problems in Doing Political Theory: A Response to 

Golembiewski’s ‘Critique.’” American Political Science Review, 71(4): 

1508~1531. 

@ Park, Hun Myoung and James L. Perry. (2013) “The Transformation of 

Governance: Who Are the New Public Servants and What Difference Does It 

Make for Democratic Governance?” The American Review of Public 

Administration, 43(1): 26-49. 

 

 

Week Five (10/16): Bureaucracy and Democracy 

 

7. Levine, C. H., B. G. Peters, and F. J. Thompson. (1990) “Chapter 5: The Faces of 

Administrative Politics.” In Public Administration: Challenges, Choice, 

Consequences. Glenview IL: Scott, Foresman. 

*(D-1) Meier, K. (1997). “Bureaucracy and Democracy: The Case for More Bureaucracy 

and Less Democracy.” Public Administration Review, 57(4): 193-199. 

*(D-2) Dahlberg, Stefan and Sören Holmberg. (2014) “Democracy and Bureaucracy: 

How their Quality Matters for Popular Satisfaction.” West European Politics, 37(3): 

515-537. 
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Follow-up Readings: 

@ Burke, John P. and Robert E. Cleary. (1989) “Reconciling Public 

Administration and Democracy: The Role of the Responsible Administrator. 

(Special Issue: Minnowbrook II. Changing Epochs of Public Administration),” 

Public Administration Review, 49(2): 180-186. 

@ Goodsell, C. T. (1983) The Case for Bureaucracy. Chatham, NJ: Chatham House. 

@ Gormley, W. T., Jr. and S. J. Balla. (2004) Bureaucracy and Democracy: 

Accountability and Performance. CQ Press. 

@ La Porte, Todd M., Chris C. Demchak and Martin de Jong. (2002) “Democracy 

and Bureaucracy in the Age of the Web: Empirical Findings and Theoretical 

Speculations.” Administration & Society, 34(4): 411-46. 

@ Lynn, Laurence E., Jr. (2001) “The Myth of the Bureaucratic Paradigm: What 

Traditional Public Administration Really Stood for.” Public Administration 

Review, 61(2): 144-160. 

@ Mosher, F. (1968) Democracy and the Public Service. New York: Oxford 

University Press. 

@ O’Leary, Rosemary. (2006) The Ethics of Dissent: Managing Guerrilla 

Government. Washington, D.C.: CQ Press. 

@ Pfiffner, James P. (1987) “Political Appointees and Career Executives: The 

Democracy-Bureaucracy Nexus in the Third Century. (The American 

Constitution and the Administrative State.)” Public Administration Review, 

47(1): 57-65. 

 

 

Part II：Theories of Democracy and Public Administration 

 

Week Six (10/23): General Will and Public Opinion 

 

8. Rousseau, Social Contract: book I & book II, In Willmoore Kendall translated 

edition. (1954). The Henry Regnery Company. 

9. Franklin, Aimee L. (2001) “Serving the Public Interest? Federal Experiences with 

Participation in Strategic Planning.” The American Review of Public 

Administration, 31(2): 126-138. 

*(E-1) Grofman, Bernard and Scott L. Field, (1988) “Rousseau’s General Will: A 

Condorcetian Perspective.” American Political Science Review, 82(2): 567-76. 

*(E-2) David M. Estlund, Jeremy Waldron, Bernard Grofman and Scott L. Feld, (1989) 
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“Democratic Theory and the Public Interest: Condorcet and Rousseau Revisited. 

The American Political Science Review, 83(4): 1317-1340. 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Shepsle, K. A. and M. S. Bonchek. (1997) “Chapter Three: Getting Started with 

Group Choice Analysis; Chapter Four: Group Choice and Majority Rule.” In 

Analyzing Politics: Rationality, Behavior, and Institutions. New York: W. W. 

Norton & Company. 

@ Berelson, B. (1952) “Democratic Theory and Public Opinion.” Public Opinion 

Quarterly, 16(3): 313~330. 

@ Sreenivasan, G. (2000) “What is the General Will?” Philosophical Review 

109(4): 545~581. 

 

Week Seven (10/30): Pluralism and Collective Choice 

 

10. Miller, Nicolas. (1983) “Pluralism and Social Choice.” American Political Science 

Review 77: 734-747. 

*(F-1) Riker, W. H. (1980). “Implications from the Disequilibrium of Majority Rule for 

the Study of Institutions.” American Political Science Review, 74: 432-446. 

*(F-2) Kaufman, Herbert. (1956) “Emerging Conflicts in the Doctrines of Public 

Administration” The American Political Science Review, 50(4): 1057-1073. 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ .Christiano, T. (1990) “Freedom, Consensus, and Equality in Collective Decision 

Making.” Ethics 101: 151~181. 

@ Coleman, J. and J. Ferejohn. (1986) “Democracy and Social Choice.” Ethics, 

97(Oct.): 6~25. 

@ Hamlett, Patrick W. and Michael D. Cobb. (2006) “Potential Solutions to 

Public Deliberation Problems: Structured Deliberations and Polarization 

Cascades.” Policy Studies Journal, 34(4): 629-648. 

@ Gutmann, A. and D. Thompson. (1996) “Chapter One: The Persistence of Moral 

Disagreement.” In Democracy and Disagreement: Why Moral Conflict Cannot be 

Avoided in Politics, and What Should be Don About it? Belknap Press. 

@ Nieuwenburg, P. (2014) “Conflicts of Values and Political Forgiveness.” Public 

Administration Review, 74(3): 374–382. 

@ Radcliff, B. and Ed. Wingenbach. (2000) “Preference Aggregation, Functional 

Pathologies, and Democracy: A Social Choice Defense of Participatory 

Democracy.” Journal of Politics 62(4): 977~998. 
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@ Robert, Christopher and Richard Zeckhauser. (2011) “The Methodology of 

Normative Policy Analysis.” Journal of Policy Analysis and Management, 

30(3): 613-643. 

@ Shepsle, K. (1989) “Institutional Equilibrium and Equilibrium Institutions.” In 

Political Science: The Science of Politics, Herbert F. Weisberg, ed. Agathon Press. 

@ Spicer, Michael W. (2001) “Value Pluralism and Its Implications for American 

Public Administration.” Administrative Theory & Praxis, 23(4): 507-528. 

@ Thacher, D. and M Rein. (2004) “Managing Value Conflict in Public Policy.” 

Governance: An International Journal of Policy, Administration, and Institutions, 

17(4): 457-486. 

 

 

Week Eight (11/06): Citizen Participation 

 

11. King, C. S., Feltey, K.M. and Susel, B.O. (1998). “The Question of Participation: 

Toward Authentic Public Participation in Public Administration.” Public 

Administration Review, 58(4): 317-326. 

*(G-1) Vigoda, Eran. (2002) “From Responsiveness to Collaboration: Governance, 

Citizens, and the Next Generation of Public Administration.” Public 

Administration Review, 62(5): 527-40. 

*(G-2-1) Fung, Archon. (2015) “Putting the Public Back into Governance: The 

Challenges of Citizen Participation and Its Future.” Public Administration Review, 

75(4): 513-532. 

*(G-2-2) Halvorsen, K. E. (2003) “Assessing the Effects of Public Participation.” 

Public Administration Review, 63(5): 535~43. 

 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Adams, B. (2004) “Public Meetings and the Democratic Process.” Public 

Administration Review, 64(1): 43~54. 

@ Row, G. and L. J. Frewer. (2000) “Public Participation Methods: A Framework 

for Evaluation.” Science, Technology, & Human Values, 25(1): 3~29. 

@ West, W. F. (2004) “Formal Procedures, Informal Processes, Accountability, 

and Responsiveness in Bureaucratic Policy Making: An Institutional Policy 

Analysis.” Public Administration Review 64(1): 66~80. 

@ Irvin, R. A. and J. Stansbury. (2004) “Citizen Participation in Decision Making: 

Is It Worth the Effort?” Public Administration Review 64(1): 55~65. 

@ West. W. (2005) “Administrative Rulemaking: An Old and Emerging 
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Literature.” Public Administrative Review, 65(6): 655-668. 

 

Week Nine (11/13): Deliberative Democracy 

 

12. Fung, Archon. (2002) “Crating Deliberative Publics: Governance after Devolution 

and Democratic Centralism.” The Good Society, 11(1): 66-71. 

13. Kelly, T. (2004) “Unlocking the Iron Cage: Public Administration in the 

Deliberative Democratic Theory of Jürgen Habermas.” Administration & Society 

36(1): 38~61. 

*(H-1) Kurrild-Klitgaard, P. (2004) “Buridan’s Ass and the Calculus of Democratic 

Deliberation.” Draft Paper, accessed 8/31/2004, 

http://www.diw.de/english/produkte/veranstaltungen/epcs/papers/docs/Paper-213.

pdf. 

*(H-2) Weeks, E. C. (2000) “The Practice of Deliberative Democracy: Results from 

Four Large-Scale Trails.” Public Administration Review, 60(4): 360~372. 

 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Baccaro, Lucio and Konstantinos Papadakis. (2009) “The Downside of 

Participatory-deliberative Public Administration.” Socio-Economic Review 

7(2):245-276. 

@ Carpini, M X. D., F. L. Cook, and L. R. Jacobs. (2004) “Public Deliberation, 

Discursive Participation, and Citizen Engagement: A Review of the Empirical 

Literature.” Annual Review of Political Science, Vol.7, pp.315~344. 

@ Dryzek, J. S. (2000) Deliberative Democracy and Beyond: Liberals, Critics, 

Contestations. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

@ McCoy, M. L. (2002) “Deliberative Dialogue to Expand Civic Engagement: 

What Kind of Talk Does Democracy Need?” National Civic Review 91(2): 

117~135. 

@ Nabatchi, Tina. (2007) “Why Public Administration Should Take Deliberative 

Democracy Seriously.” Working Paper, Department of Public Administration 

Faculty Research Associate, Program on the Analysis and Resolution of 

Conflicts (PARC) Maxwell School of Citizenship and Public Affairs. Accessed 

2/13/2009.  

http://www.maxwell.syr.edu/pa/minnowbrook3/PDF%20Files/Phase%20II%20Papers

/Nabatchi%20-%20Why%20Public%20Administration.pdf  

 

 

http://www.diw.de/english/produkte/veranstaltungen/epcs/papers/docs/Paper-213.pdf
http://www.diw.de/english/produkte/veranstaltungen/epcs/papers/docs/Paper-213.pdf
http://www.maxwell.syr.edu/pa/minnowbrook3/PDF%20Files/Phase%20II%20Papers/Nabatchi%20-%20Why%20Public%20Administration.pdf
http://www.maxwell.syr.edu/pa/minnowbrook3/PDF%20Files/Phase%20II%20Papers/Nabatchi%20-%20Why%20Public%20Administration.pdf
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Part III : The Interaction of Politics and Administration 

 

Week Ten (11/20): Politics/Administration Dichotomy 

 

14. Levine, C. H., B. G. Peters, and F. J. Thompson. (1990) “Chapter 8: 

Administration and Democracy.” In Public Administration: Challenges, Choice, 

Consequences. Glenview IL: Scott, Foresman. 

15. Georgiou, I. (2014) “Seeing the Forest for the Trees: An Atlas of the 

Politics-Administration Dichotomy.” Public Administration Review, 

74(2): 156–175. 

*(I-1) Svara, James H. (2006) “Complexity in Political-Administrative Relations and 

the Limits of the Dichotomy Concept.” Administrative & Praxis, 28(1): 121-39. 

*(I-2) Montjoy, Robert S. and Douglas J. Watson. (1995) “A Case for Reinterpreted 

Dichotomy of Politics and Administration as a Professional Standard in 

Council-Manager Government.” Public Administration Review, 55(3): 231-239. 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Laurence J. O’Toole, Jr.(1987) “Doctrines and Developments: Separation of 

Powers, the Politics-Administration Dichotomy, and the Rise of the 

Administrative State. (The American Constitution and the Administrative 

State.)” Public Administration Review, 47(1): 17-25. 

@ Nalbandia, John. (1994) “Reflections of a “Pracademic” on the Logic of 

Politics and Administration.” Public Administration Review, 54(6): 531-536. 

@ Svara, James. H. (1998) “The Politics-Administration Dichotomy Model as 

Aberration.” Public Administration Review, 58(1): 51~58. 

@ Svara, James H. (2001) “The Myth of the Dichotomy: Complementarity of 

Politics and Administration in the Past and Future of Public Administration.” 

Public Administration Review, 61(2): 176-183. 

 

Week Eleven (11/27): Bureaucratic Responsibility and Democracy 

 

16. Finer, H. (1941) “Administrative Responsibility in Democratic Government.” 

reprinted in Peter Woll, ed. (1966) Public Administration and Policy: 247~275. 

New York: Harper Torch Books. 

17. Friedrich, C. J. (1940) “The Nature of Administrative Responsibility.” reprinted in 

Peter Woll, ed. (1966) Public Administration and Policy: 221~246. New York: 

Harper Torch Books. 
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*(J-1) Peters, B. G. (2000). “Is Democracy a Substitute for Ethics?” In Ethics in Public 

Service for the New Millennium, R. A. Chapman, ed. Aldershot: Ashgate. 

*(J-2) Plant, J. F. (2011) “Carl J. Friedrich on Responsibility and Authority.” Public 

Administration Review, 71(3): 471–482. 

 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Bertelli, A. M. and L. E. Lynn, Jr. (2003) “Managerial Responsibility.” Public 

Administration Review 63(3): 259~268. 

@ Campbell, C. S. L. (1988) “The Political Roles of Senior Government Officials 

in Advanced Democracies.” British Journal of Political Science, 18(2): 

243~272. 

@ Stewart, D. W. (1985) “Professionalism vs. Democracy: Friedrich vs. Finer 

Revisited.” PAQ Spring, pp.13~25. 

@ Thompson, Dennis F. (1980) “Moral Responsibility of Public Officials: The 

Problem of Many Hands.” The American Political Science Review, 74(4): 

905-916. 

@ White House Personnel Office. (1991) “The Malek Manual.” In Classics of 

Public Personnel Policy, F. J. Thompson, ed. Wadsworth Publishing 

Company. 

 

Week Twelve (12/04): Responsiveness and Professionalism 

 

18. Heclo, H. (1999) “OMB and the Presidency – the Problem of ‘Neutral 

Competence.’” In The Managerial Presidency, J. P. Pfiffner, ed. College Station, 

TX: Texas A & M Press, originally published in Heclo, H. (1975) “OMB and the 

Presidency – the Problem of ‘Neutral Competence.’” Public Interest, 38(Winter): 

80-89. 

19. Moe, T. (1993) “Presidents, Institutions and Theory.” In Researching the 

Presidency: Vital Questions, New Approaches, G. C. Edwards III, J. H. Kessel, and 

B. A. Rockman, eds. Pittsburgh, PA: Pittsburgh University Press. 

*(K-1) Rourke, F. (1992) “Responsiveness and Neutral Competence in American 

Bureaucracy.” Public Administration Review 52(Nov/Dec): 539~546. 

*(K-2) Weimer, David L. (2005) “Institutionalizing Neutrally Competent Policy 

Analysis: Resources for Promoting Objectivity and Balance in Consolidating 

Democracies.” Policy Study Journal 33(2): 131-146. 
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Follow-up Readings: 

@ Bryer, Thomas A. (2007) “Toward a Relevant Agenda for a Responsive Public 

Administration.” The Journal of Public Administration: Research & Theory, 

17(3): 479-500. 

@ Cigler, B. A. (1990) “Public Administration and the Paradox of 

Professionalization.” Public Administration Review, 50(6): 637~653. 

@ Krause, George A., David E. Lewis and James W. Douglas. (2006) “Political 

Appointments, Civil Service Systems, and Bureaucratic Competence: 

Organizational Balancing and Executive Branch Revenue Forecasts in the 

American States.” American Journal of Political Science, 50(3): 770-787. 

@ Maranto, R. (1998) “Thinking the Unthinkable in Public Administration: A 

Case for Spoils in the Federal Bureaucracy.” Administration & Society, 29(6): 

623~642. 

@ Saltzstein, Grace Hall. (1992) “Bureaucratic Responsiveness: Conceptual 

Issues and Current Research.” Journal of Public Administration Research and 

Theory, 2(1): 63-88. 

@ Warner, Beth E.. (2001) “John Stuart Mill's Theory of Bureaucracy within 

Representative Government: Balancing Competence and Participation.” 

Public Administration Review, 61(4): 403-413. 

@ West. William F. and R. F. Durant. (2000) “Merit, Management, and Neutral 

Competence: Lessons for the U. S. Merit Systems Protection Board, FY 

1988-FY1997.” Public Administration Review, 60(2): 111~122. 

@ West, William F. (2005) Neutral Competence and Political Responsiveness: An 

Uneasy Relationship. Policy Studies Journal, 33(2): 147–160. 

@ Yang, Kaifeng and Kathe Callahan. (2007) “Citizen Involvement Efforts and 

Bureaucratic Responsiveness: Participatory Values, Stakeholder Pressures, and 

Administrative Practicality” Public Administration Review, 67(2): 249-64. 

 

Week Thirteen (12/11): Democracy and Accountability 

 

20. Romzek, B. and M. J. Dubnick. (1987) “Accountability in the Public Sector: 

Lessons from the Challenger Tragedy.” Public Administration Review 47(3): 

227~238. 

21. Mulgan, Richard. (2000) “’Accountability’: An Ever-Expanding Concept?” Public 

Administration, 78(3): 555-73. 

*(L-1) Halachmi, Arie. (2002) “Performance Measurement, Accountability, and 

Improved Performance.” Public Performance & Management Review, 25(4): 

370-374. 
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*(L-2) Roberts, Alasdair S. (2000) “Less Government, More Secrecy: Reinvention 

and the Weakening of Freedom of Information Law.” Public Administration 

Review, 60(4): 308-320. 

 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Bardach, Eugene and Cara Lesser. (1996) “Accountability in Human Services 

Collaboratives: For What? And to Whom? (Symposium on the Hollow State: 

Capacity, Control, and Performance in Interorganizational Settings.)” Journal 

of Public Administration Research and Theory, 6(2): 197-224. 

@ Behn, R. D. (2001) Rethinking Democratic Accountability. Brookings. 

@ Bovens, Mark. (2005) “Public Accountability.” In The Oxford Handbook of 

Public Management, Ewan Ferlie, Laurence E. Lynn, Jr. and Christopher 

Pollitt, eds. Oxford University Press, pp.182-208. 

@ Caiden, G. E. (1988) “The Problem of Ensuring the Public Accountability of 

Public Officials.” In Public Service Accountability: A Comparative 

Perspective, J. G. Jabbra and O. P. Dwivedi, eds. West Hartford, CT: Kumarian 

Press. 

@ Dunn, Delmer. D. (1999) “Mixing Elected and Non-elected Officials in 

Democratic Policy Making.” In Democracy, Accountability, and 

Representation, A. Przeworski, S. C. Stokes, and B. Manin, eds. New York: 

Cambridge University Press. 

@ Dunn, Delmer D. and Jerome S. Legge, Jr. (2001) “U.S. Local Government 

Managers and the Complexity of Responsibility and Accountability in 

Democratic Governance.” Journal of Public Administration Research and 

Theory: 11(1): 73-88. 

@ Hunold, C. (2001) “Corporatism, Pluralism, and Democracy: Toward a 

Deliberative Theory of Bureaucratic Accountability.” Governance: An 

International Journal of Policy and Administration, 14(2): 151~167. 

@ Moe, Ronald C. (2001) “The Emerging Federal Quasi Government: Issues of 

Management and Accountability.” Public Administration Review, 61(3): 

290-312. 

@ Yang, Kaifeng. (2009) “Examining Perceived Honest Performance Reporting 

by Public Organizations: Bureaucratic Politics and organizational Practice.” 

Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory, 19(1): 81-105. 
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Week Fourteen (12/18): Political Control of Bureaucracy 

 

22. McCubbins, M. D. and T. Schwartz. (1984). “Congressional Oversight Overlooked: 

Police Patrols versus Fire Alarms.” American Journal of Political Science 28(1): 

165-179. 

23. Aberbach, J. D. and B. A. Rockman. 1988. “Mandates or Mandarins? Control and 

Discretion in the Modern Administrative State.“ Public Administration Review, 

48(2): 606-612. 

*(M-1) McCubbins, M. D., R. G. Noll and B. R. Weingast. (1987). “Administrative 

Procedures as Instruments of Political Control.” Journal of Law, Economics, and 

Organization 3(2): 243-277. 

*(M-2) Meier, Kenneth J. and Laurence J. O’Toole, Jr. (2006) “Chapter Two: 

Democracy and Political Control of the Bureaucracy.“ In Bureaucracy in a 

Democratic State: A Governance Perspective, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins 

University Press, pp.21-44. 

 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Balla, S. J. (1998) “Administrative Procedures and Political Control of the 

Bureaucracy.” American Political Science Review, 92: 663~673. 

@ Bawn, K. (1995) “Political Control vs. Expertise: Congressional Choices about 

Administrative Procedures.” American Political Science Review 89(1): 62~73. 

@ Bertelli, Anthony M. (2006) “Delegating to the Quango: Ex Ante and Ex Post 

Ministerial Constraints.” Governance: An International Journal of Policy, 

Administration, and Institutions, 19(2): 229-249. 

@ Dohler, Marian. (2002) “Institutional Choice and Bureaucracy Autonomy in 

Germany.” West European Politics, 25(1): 101-124. 

@ Hammond, T. H. and J. H. Knott. (1996) “Who Controls the Bureaucracy? 

Presidential Power, Congressional Dominance, Legal Constraints and 

Bureaucratic Autonomy in a Model of Multi-Institutional Policy-Making.” The 

Journal of Law, Economics, & Organization 12(1): 119-166. 

@ Hoggett, P. (1996) “New Modes of Control in the Public Service.” Public 

Administration, 74(Spring): 9~32. 

@ Huber, J. and C. R. Shipan. (2000). “The Costs of Control: Legislators, Agencies 

and Transaction Costs.” Legislative Studies Quarterly 25(1): 25-52. 

@ McCubbins, M. D., R. G. Noll and B. R. Weingast. (1989). “Structure and Process, 

Politics and Policy: Administrative Arrangement and the Political Control of 

Agencies.” Virginia Law Review 75: 431-82. 
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@ McNollgast. (1999). “The Political Origins of the Administrative Procedure Act.” 

Journal of Law, Economics & Organization 15(1): 180-217. 

@ Spence, D. B. (1999) “Agency Discretion and the Dynamics of Procedural 

Reform.” Public Administration Review 59(5): 425~442. 

@ Whitford, Andrew B. (2005) “The Pursuit of Political Control by Multiple 

Principals.” The Journal of Politics, 67(1): 29-49. 

 

@ Volden, C. (2002) “Delegating Power to Bureaucracies: Evidence from the 

States.” The Journal of Law, Economics, & Organization, 18(1): 187-220. 

 

Week Fifteen (12/25): Representative Bureaucracy 

 

24. Herbert, A. W. (1974) “The Minority Administrator: Problems, Prospects, and 

Challenges.” Public Administration Review 34: 556~63. 

*(N-1) Murray, S., L. D. Terry, C. A. Washington, and L. F. Keller. (1994) “The Roles 

Demands of Minority Public Administrators: The Herbert Thesis Revisited.” 

Public Administration Review, 54: 409~417. 

*(N-2) Nicholson-Crotty, Jill, Jason A. Grissom and Sean Nicholson-Crotty. (2011) 

“Bureaucratic Representation, Distributional Equity, and Democratic Values in 

the Administration of Public Programs,” Journal of Politics, 73(2): 582-596.  

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Dolan, J. and D. H. Rosenbloom, eds. (2003) Representative Bureaucracy: 

Classic Readings and Continuing Controversies. M. E. Sharpe. 

@ Meier, K. J. (1975) “Representative Bureaucracy: An Empirical Analysis.” 

American Political Science Review, 69: 526~42 

@ Meier, K. J. (1993) “Representative Bureaucracy: A Theoretical and Empirical 

Exposition.” In Research in Public Administration Vol.2, ed. James L. Perry. 

New Greenwich, CT: JAI Press. 

@ Selden, S. C., J. L. Brudney, and J. E. Kellough. (1998) “Bureaucracy as a 

Representative Institution: Toward a Reconciliation of Bureaucratic 

Government and Democratic Theory.” American Journal of Political Science, 

42(July): 717~744. 

 

Week Sixteen (1/1) National Holiday 

 

Week Seventeen (01/08): Public Policy and Democracy 
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25. deLeon, P. (1995) “Democratic Values and the Policy Sciences.” American 

Journal of Political Science, 39(4): 886~905. 

*(O-1) Krause, George A. (2013) “Representative Democracy and Policy-making in 

the Administrative State: Is Agency Policy-making Necessarily Better?” Journal 

of Public Policy, 33(2): 111-135. 

*(O-2) Head, Brian W. and John Alford. (2015) “Wicked Problems: Implications for 

Public Policy and Management.” Administration & Society, 47(6): 711-739. 

*(O-3) Durning, D. (1993) “Participatory Policy Analysis in a Social Service Agency: 

A Case Study.” Journal of Policy Analysis and Management 12(2): 297-322.  

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ deLeon, P. (1992) “The Democratization of the Policy Sciences.” Public 

Administration Review 52(2): 125~129. 

@ Dryzek, J. (1989) “Policy Sciences of Democracy.” Polity 12(1): 97~118. 

@ Geurts, J. L. A. and C. Joldersma. (2001) “Methodology for Participatory 

Policy Analysis.” European Journal of Operational Research 128: 300~310. 

@ Haight, D. and C. Ginger. (2000) “Trust and Understanding in Participatory 

Policy Analysis: The Case of the Vermont Forest Resources Advisory 

Council.” Policy Studies Journal, 28(4): 739~759. 

@ Walters, L. C., J. Aydelotte, and J. Miller. (2000) “Putting More Public in 

Policy Analysis.” Public Administration Review 60(4): 349~359. 

 

Week Eighteen (01/15): E-government and E-democracy 

 

26. Dawes, Sharon S. (2009) “Governance in the Digital Age: A Research and Action 

Framework for an Uncertain Future.” Government Information Quarterly, 26(2): 

257-269. 

*(P-1) Knox, Claire Connolly. (2016) “Public Administrators’ Use of Social Media 

Platforms: Overcoming the Legitimacy Dilemma?” Administration & Society, 

48(4): 477-496. 

*(P-2) Kakabadse, A, N. K. Kakabadse, and A. Kouzmin. (2003). “Reinventing the 

Democratic Governance Project through Information Technology? A Growing 

Agenda for Debate.” Public Administration Review 63(1): 44-60. 

 

Follow-up Readings: 

@ Caroline, J. T & R. S. McNeal (2003). “Unraveling the Effects of the Internet 

on Political Participation.” Political Research Quarterly 56(2):175-185. 

@ Chadwick, A. (2003) “Bringing E-Democracy Back In: Why It Matters for 
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Future Research on E-Government.” Social Science Computer Review 21(4): 

443-455. 

@ Coleman, Stephen and John Gøtze. (2001) Bowling Together: Online Public 

Engagement in Policy Deliberation. London: Hansard Society, 

http://bowlingtogether.net/bowlingtogether.pdf, accessed 7/31/2004. 

@ Fraunholz, Bardo and Chandana Unnithan. (2007) “E-Governance: Enabling 

the French Web 2.0 Revolution?” In Foundations of E-government, Ashok 

Agarwal and V Venkata Ramana, eds. ICEG, ‘07 
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附錄一：課堂研讀筆記範例 

課程：公共行政與民主政治(研讀筆記 001)  

學生：陳敦源  

學號：A123456  

日期：2008.2.17  

教材：Kettl, D. (1999) “The Future of Public Administration.” Journal of Public Affairs 

Education 5(April): 127~33. Originally presented in the APSA-NASPAA Committee on 

the Advancement of Public Administration at the 1998 Annual Meeting of the American 

Political Science Association, Boston, USA.  

 

“Public managers today are developing new problems faster than public administration is 

developing an understanding of them. The subfield does not have to respond by being trendy. 

But if theory is to have real bite, the subfield must be theorizing about the problems that 

matter, and those problems are rapidly evolving.”  

 

「公共管理者今天發展出新問題的速度，快過公共行政學者了解這些問題的速度，公共

行政學門雖然不用亦步亦趨，但是公共行政理論如果真要有意義，就必須理論化那些重

要且不斷興起的問題。」  

 

公共行政學門面對實務界千變萬化的發展，當然是處在落後的情勢當中，但是，這個情

況事實上也表示公共行政學門與其他社會科學學門一樣，是經驗問題所引導的

(problem-driven)的一個學門，當然，Kettl 也知道，過分追著問題跑(being trendy)，讓公

共行政學界與實務界的界線模糊，反而會讓學界的價值減損，因此，學界對於經驗問題

「理論化」的努力，就顯得格外重要。但是，何謂重要且新興的問題呢？  

我想，如果回到本土的學界，Kettl 所談到公共行政許多發展的問題，事實上也都存在，

不同的地方是，在所謂重要且新興的議題上，台灣的公共行政學界應該找出現階段大家

可以看見的定位所在。我認為，台灣公共行政學界，在面對政治學界「不夠學術」，與

實務界「聽不懂實務問題」的雙重壓力之下，必須要有明確的發展策略。在專業發展上，

應該強調方法工具的訓練，可以分為三個方面，一是社會科學的哲學、二是量化研究方

法、三是質化研究方法的深度訓練，再者，在研究的議題上，應該朝向三個方向前進，

一是民主行政研究、二是專業公共政策研究、三是跨部門治理研究，這樣，在學術研究

科學化的要求下，我們暨可以回應社會科學發展學術化的需求，也可以更深入與實務界

結合，這像一個產製過程，一方面與實務界接觸的過程中，以我們既有的理論訓練，將

問題釐清與定位，再用我們良好的方法論訓練，將問題演化成各種研究的議題與內容，

其中並注意兼顧決策者解決問題的需要，最後出來的研究成果，不但滿足了學術的要

求，也對實務界所新興的問題，有了專業的回應。(624 字) 
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附錄二：課堂報告範例 

課程：公共行政與民主政治(課堂報告) 

學生：陳敦源 

學號：A123456 

日期：2008.2.17 

教材：Wynia, B. L. (1974) “Federal Bureaucrats’ Attitudes Toward a Democratic 

Ideology.” Public Administrative Review, March/April, pp.156~162. 

 

1. 作者最重要處理的研究問題是什麼？該問題為何重要？ 

 

 

 

 

2. 作者是如何討論這個問題？他切入的角度有哪些？使用了哪些文獻？ 

 

 

 

 

3. 作者討論這個問題的時候，使用了些什麼事件、案例、歷史作為佐證？這

些經驗案例的背景是什麼？ 

 

 

 

 

 

4. 作者明示或是暗示的研究方法是什麼？ 

 

 

 

 

 

5. 作者所得到主要的結論有哪些？他們與實務的關聯性為何？ 

 

 


