X8 £ e S BUA
WG« V. BEYERT PR - Ko SR
LS N I | A
[ Z1eXL@EAgET g 20 #emfivck, KRESURRWMNT L, AR KART BUS 6948 K Wi,
IR B X 20 R, R 3I T KART BT, AdkdF. HTRREL. HRTHE5HFREBMA
FvgA RIRESGER AW HE, L4 T XA XA G5B ENPZ e, REE, SRR
HMEEG A P, BETRRERBRELGIREG, FHFALA F30m T BUS 6937 ZAL,
[X4839 1 KA T BUTH KR 230 3R E X BRI 42

i

— Ell

LA DR, T A8 T DU o A R ME SR AR A T 5 X S8 HL )
B, -, RESTTBURFEIE (metropolitan government school) 533k DL H.Caik i k42 il
TIAZRHBDCIY e, rhoCa3 ity b ify sk Tk s, Ik 17 BURT s A KBTI BURF o« KA
BN ES I E R RS A TE, X2 20 &y S 50 4EARBUA S EZ 5. %
X5 T R 75 1R R RAE R B 2 P F i LR SR 2 R SE i o XX
S SCH R M IH XA E X (old regionalism)s

HR, AR (public choice school) M T 20 L FiNHAEAR, WKL
SEFELE LA ST N AN T DT BURT I Y8 BRI A SR S5 R R . 2RI
Ay WRAAAE RS TV BTG, JEAE B 37— NI RE T BUR, T2 — R4 (ft
TS AR R FEAE ] o XA IS S T AR, RI IR) 7k 28 BRI A AR A
SRS LRSS 7 AR 5 4, A5, A ORI A2 L 1) BT D4 RRIX o 28 FEE P2 IR B 455 1l
By fe, AHAE SR H AR ARIE A SRS AR MR 53 . XA HIRE 2 LA R
SCAEER, AR AIE. 20 AN BT EAR THr AL T eT, A Stk e
BRI T —2EIE, YO KHEBTVA B 2 HE S 0 T 454, AR U T il . ix—
B 2R 22 BRI TR 2 5K 1 DS 117 OS2 o R 9 B o AR

FIXHEEX (new regionalism) &N HXBIABLN S =F 3 SRR, T 20 4

W e V. BE4EAT (Hank V. Savitch), SEE O 4k /R KI5 A L4240, B TAHE - Kk
/K (Ronald K. Vogel), B5 4 /RK2EBURY R, #d%; DRER, HIRKFER% R, BI#EEE; TE, &)
KEPIRFR, #HI%. R REEBUAYS (APSA) 4 104 fmfFE4y (2008 4F 8 A 28—31 H, 1) 1
2P Lo



90 FARAF RS JE o BT S B SR T BUR AR A, 7 DX 4 SO AR D5 i 45 A PR S
T A K 350 2 B R APAE IR R R ZE R ) B CRE S SR T 50D $RAE A7 A SRR IRIN
R, T R AR TE I A BN IE . T “ Rl A FEG 7 SR IE— AN R
SR BRI 6 T W - A 90 J8 , in ke I T e s (i S FH 2 U e, — e ek ik
LA 3 T PR Al s, B0 80T BURFIRI R R T v B A FE o

KA 5 DAy B S DU, 2 R ) — P R Kk —— IR E R (rescaling) =X
B4 (reterritorialization), & AMRRERIX IR A SR T 500 ) Fal (R IR N i . 0
X I A SR PR, 2R e i = 2000 E SR SRR T I (¥ “ AT BURF (R RS T Va3 1R e o
FOYE L, WK At (Neil Brenner) 42 H T 8 X 1 3= S0 B N 4x i 52 2% (K0 BE A,
AR O “BrE K 450”7 (new state spaces) (Brenner, 2004). 7E4RT4EREAE X E
MBI B, WX (city-region) HHLAR A T2 1 W K B E E A I — 5%

DA SR RFRP BB HERL R 45 T3 1o EJa 30, JRATRO Dl Sl e . A
DRHFFUIA 7 S UL S X S TR (K 2 ATBAS, AT PRI . AR5, PR X — A ok
(IR 57 18] o



R 1 XIS

KEHBUR AFEFE(Z X B E IR ER 5 FEX

(HREE o) X Bk
30

i 1] 1900-1960s 1950s-1990s 1990 4% 2006 E 54
X i A

% piEs i NIE Yty 5E 4

W L PAAZ L Xy oo X & KT LTy
KR EFMEZHLR FARMKE P

#i YN i)

xKTE LN Sk 4 L 5 )
(¥ ) £Vl

itk S ik i4: SR IR IV )
ES RN ] WAL T e YL

BURF CINGRIF 5 384, M frfy Ik T X 3 b e A 2

I BEEBINEON  ARBOKT 324 MBUFSaE; IRER Qb)) &

JEZUO RO AIERS EERETE M, WML,
ML G IFsE G . Shfg. BEEL
g, WG Ak An B2z HE Ik B SBUR S R AL

J B KA T A g ARBURAT A R AR
o HH 4

¥ %= ISR NG I TEFENER ZPrkE R
HEVF FURAMTTER BN RS RS K X W, MR, oA

B g (Bish & & (Warren et X (Frisken & #fii” (Le Gales,

0

Ostrom, 1979) : al., 1992) ;[ Norris, 2001; 2006;Beauregard ,

BZE KA B AT hHFAE WS Lefevre  ,  2006) ; HE K EM




R T B AIEFR (2 X E IR ER S5 EX
(IHXEE ) X B4k
3O
PEAE AR IR CRAF IR 1998) ; oK 2 g BIREREE T EIACE
WO BOANER], A, Al T = 8 47 N 2 BR O FhR (EDN T TTIX
06 = A I JFBUCRRS 7 (Altshuler et MUZHES2. B ZHLH
(Self, 1982);  MIMMEE, LikH al., 1999); AL, FEAR BB
MSEORFI T G sk ik dk AN, Jerie Sl
B % B¢ ) J0 (Lyons et al., W7 “J54aks
(Powell, 2000); 1992) T2 S T
Bof AT Ry AUE A
17 (Downs, 1994) DQIVEERE
(Brenner
2002)
w Beard Tiebout Rusk Brenner
% (1923) ; (1956) ; (1993) ; (2004) ;
Robson Ostrom et Savitch & Keating et al.
(1939) ; al., (1961) ; Vogel (1996); (2003)
Wood Parks & Altshuler
(1961) ; Oakerson (1989) et al. (1999)
U.S.  ACIR
(1976)
oSk @ 4w WAL % o 4 R IR 2]
filE (1898) AT %) s & (1986-2000) ;
Z & £ W ILE% e GEX
(1954) R BT
aooprow Ber
(1958)




KA BUR AFEF(Z X 8 E IR ER 5 HEX
(HEEHE ) X Bk
X0

13 (1965)

=\ KA BUF AR

B« LA (G Ross Stephens) HMIJE/Rih « B iik; 24 (Nelson Wikstrom)
5K RIS T SO B US4 S AT PP, S L SRR D) AR « 5 %€ (Chester
Maxey) ) “ R#HALXWEGHES " RS « WAL (Paul Studenski) ) (SEE )R
T X BURFY ( The Government of Metropolitan Areas in the United States) FYEvi % « i
W (Victor Jones) [ ( K#ETBUR ) (Metropolitan Government). (WL Stephens & Wikstrom,
20000 XELEFHIFGERIZOZAL, T2 BUN I AL (fragmentation) BT 3E) At
M5 TR T W A AR R AL 43 5 28 0 B — AR I KR T AL X AR TPk . 45, 7T
VAP 8 ) T EET 1)1 P o0 N e AN & B A PO VS sl G2 e = L e LT 08
TUAHE « A148 (Robert Wood) XNIREL L #E 1 46 I K T BURF AR IR L T 3 ZUI AN, Ath
DMK AR S R ME BT, AR 2 RS R W A OC IR BOHE 5 IR 5 9 07 s FEART X 28 4%
SERIARMAE BN, LR N BUR AR AR A i X R EM A (the Jeffersonian ideal)
MPER IR FEEMEE (Wood, 1958, 1961). HiEHEF « K HLUR (Scott Greer) A ZBIX BURT
AEFRIR R A N PRbE, EATBUARBUEA (Greer, 1962),

XFRE, SR AR TR 5 S8 LLAE RGP (R S5O 15 T B0 o e P R L Rt =X
BB, Kk K 2 (¥ Jat BSOS h L3l (R 5k o IXRE S S (K K ST S A rh o DA T 2L
FIPRBIBORI T . 19 e, REMHHA Ll Ser R Bug &, b
FEBT R (1805 4F). I (1854 4F). IH4x1L (1856 4F) LLAAHZ (1898 4F),

7E 20 AR s, BSOS R O T SO R T EU)
TR AR T BUN , AZBUN AT EIAF T BUM AR R 2 L, OIS RS, Tk
TTBUR S A 77 R 55 B4R LR 55 o X St il ok SRS [ AR T2, L 96 (5 BURF 1) 06 2R % 1)

Zhi4x (U.S. Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations, 1976). &uFKkE



Z 514> (Committee for Economic Development, CED, 1970) DA & A (League
of Women Voters, 1974), {E3EME, S e i = BEME T, e HEARI NN
AL, B TR NALVE R ST RIE B IE, T 5, 4% SRS SRR AT 45 1 AT 8 IRPE

RAESTHBURNARZ e B 5%, RS BUR IS S e OB M Bz, sz
T SRR X (A I R AT s FL, RS T BUR H AT REAT X Bk R e s 2=,
KA BORF T DU I R (R A AR, SRl 5 0~ R AC B BUR , BRIk i 348 8
(Barlow, 1991; Keating, 1995; Self, 1982).

[FIE, WAFAEVF 2 X KT BUMN T, 56—, BH 2D U R R H BUR A
(RIS BEAE WA B K HS 117 BOR B 117 5L 7 BORS IR -7l S ™ A T UL 28 56 A i
(Benton & Gamble, 1983; Condrey, 1994; Horan & Taylor, 1977). PM{4F « HuAt (Robert
Bish) FISCAREF « BB WY (Vincent Ostrom) YEAMATIMIZEANE (AR TR : KHS Tk
¥ (Understanding Urban Government: Metropolitan Reform Reconsidered) ",
SRR TTBUR 19 5K S T RBUMHEITE . AbfIFaH, KT BUR 2 IRFT UL, H iy B
ISR AL IR SS AR S ey B Z R B 0 A RN ST, AT Sl ¥ . ARG,
AT A IR T e 7 TR 2 — RIUR G IR (Bish & Ostrom, 1979). IRA]
Wi BTRE P (Elinor Ostrom) PP —BUN A R LI Z AR, X T A 3L
PR A PTEENE (Ostrom, 20000, ASCIEFERMIPART AR, AENBHECRIL) 2
SR KA BUT IS R B AR BUE 2 1 %RE (Altshuler et al., 1999).

5 BUBORHR T BT b 21 > e s OCHOR R E RO MBUAR M . FEA 7 YE/R
AL IR L D) i RN SR 2 iR, NIRRT W S 587 (Vogel & Harrigan, 2007).
LEG I Z G HTT L, ADBOKE AU FE B S T, RS BUR AEABIX 1 32§ &
B4, (Savitch & Vogel, 2004; Swanson, 1996).

= BRI BUR B B I R A LIRSS A R s e (oK oK BE Rz 2
AT, HIX SR 5% A o T 2 B 1B AR X A Sy, T AR T PO
(William, 1971). 25PY, KHSHTBUNAR D 76 i JUE A AL BE 1 78 BN AKX A0 T
25 THI AR (AN P45 ) o T A a8, A b 2 2 BB A S S T BSURT I oy e e 1
ZHFR (Harrigan, 1996). 4, 444 7 AL Jg By F) i — 4R D OCH T B g 25
(Minneapolis—St. Paul Metropolitan Council) WIIRIHT 54558l or 5= % 4 N 28
(¥ eI H B, b DX R 45 b 1 5 S AN BB BRI — 0, 6Ty PR 0 A
IKZEHT o RN, S T B4 AP 0 21 s (R SR R R U XU (Twin Cities) HiDX il

6



WRFEAEACIKIBLS: , 5 SRAL R BT AR T BURFKI X IF oAt A W (22501 o

=. AFGEFFIR

PSR PEAIR MBI LE T LB F] AR M7 « #548%F (Charles Tiebout) [HZ#L2 fE
(AR T SO FR ), DLKCCRRER « BUIRE 214 (Vincent Ostrom). EE/KIT « &5 B2K5 Al
DUAKE « IR1E (Robert Warren) 78 CRESTIHBIX M7 BURF AL FIRERTSY —3CrPhxfiX
—HBMTER IR (Ostrom et al., 1961; Tiebout, 1956). MFAILIEF G MU, Hb
D7 BUR TR A i — TR 3, A A RR A IR B . A B IR SE T AL, Skt
O R ER T HL X (A A LRSS o M7 BORF R A6 5 1 5 7 BUR A I S8 4, A TR
BARIIBI . SO BRI IR SS I x 2 BOAEL A1 BT, USRI 51N Rk N . T3
VIR THOTHF N B, Rk A5 B A IR A Y O, B FRud EE S, i
P R R IBE T « 8% (Siegel, 1997) Y, A HIRIIIIR T KA TL T2,
SEOR TR, AL, BllcE A, R RAML AR ET S (W
Hirschmann, 1970). AMIAZ, BEF N FRIUEA R R VAV 0 BES ,  3o DR 1T 48 5 A 1
S B RS USRI T K IS TR AEAT A LIRS R AL, S A Bz i, BT,
CASEERSE OF . SEATRUA RS, W e RS A lE, W, IFAE kR B A (¥ 1l o

SPASE PR IREA — KRV . 1556, AR IR ST I B 38 17 I 5543 e 1 T
B Z A TE Warren et al., 1992) . 1 LB ZJa RAEREAE R R RRR IR T2 11, FERRX I
PRI RES T, 5 LLREIRERS Bl o Codik 7 S BRI B, 2005 5 Ak e IRV 11938 L334T« My
FIVA 523 XA (zoning) b L A A0 D4k 7 AT HE ek 23 DRI, T pe T LA B0 7 SRBEAY:
i (single family homes) FAEMIEMALX. IEWZARJE « il (Anthony Downs) FTiH,
XL NIRRT TR ENER, ARG R B B M@ KN4
REPE RS, #AE T HIOCHWIE, e TN (Downs, 1994). fEIXLERLX, HHE 'K
JEAE (multi-family housing) FHML, ‘& PRI T TTNEMANXLEALIXWRE Sy RBIX L EA
S B T bR X B O (R BRIk 45 2 (SRR LW 3 T AR I A3 BRI Eh ) o

AR, A IEREIIR IR, R F G Z ARSI AL, ik “BH 7 Wi
ST — AL A JEEBEANCH L G R VA AR SRR, S8 5 5t A M Isea T IR L8 TG




TR N o JL Gt WA R A T L e, A b i st LR 25T, T JE A I ek 2 3T
R fie I A0 B AE RS IR, Rl A TN A AT HOG T, X8 R i A AT
(940 F2 124 b (RS A AL 1 2 75

Hk, ViZ AR, BT A T AR MR A N e — MR A LIRS I SR IR 22
AR T BURHRSC ORI T KIS HE I L 1X (special district) BHATA RS, B
H 7 8] B BURF P 2Rk SRR 5 3 ah, RS IR Ph i — 20 #OTFE IS, kA
—ANGRAT I (K SRS AL 2B (KL 43 BCAE A 0 (KSR, A A 2 SRR T 45 A
ATTRER (Norris, 2001). WERATKE T SAENIE, AW HRTERAF I IBGE, M H.LE
BANTS . IXRE, M7 BUR AR AE AT M SO B B, RN SEARS B IR L
5171 (Savitch & Vogel, 1996). %=, f7%#& KU (Lyons et al., 1992), ARIFEAH
A R B B AT B o TR S b 7 I, IR 19 B G A B AR BL I 5 R
S5 R, XN A LR PRI K B A AR R T TR

s

IL'N HXEX

i R, T L R EAE SO R TITIR B AR . LR, S T T
7B N R AR TR, LAAE A K T A 75 BUR D e M i sl M e Py A RO A i o KT
TTBUR s (E A T ELVENUA, JRRA et e 2hE. SHTE S A IERERIE. IUE, #&
AT R 18 i A A T O i) W 2% (0 RS T VR ], SN ST T~ 2R Lol 1l 5 21X 2 M) ) 2
. VP2 DU IO BIF U SRARAE “BTIX IR SO AR R, 5 T KA T i B b oBrie =X
IR, LARAE IR PR IR KB B 5 KA T U B 538 Z I AN B K AR

B« W5 (Roger Parks) FIX'Y44E « Byigk (Ronald Oakerson) L “Hijy A3L4
Dr7 A4 R AIRIEFEIEAT T ECHARE, MR T ISR A LR RIS (Parks & Oakerson,
1989, 2000). AT TRE A SEHR S5 1AL PG TR, KRR, U5 BUR AT UG bz e £
RS (tes), i GEEKE D RS SR NL T (™), 20 Ik5s 8 B it
ITHIE, MR stmaeR, BUSHIBA T 2 Oalidr sl v BLLE 2 IR DR B4 4t
J 55 (R B AR US4 m] ABRALE £5 S (RO RIAT SR (K I 5 o AEBE I T L 5 MRS5S
TR ) O T HEE R T SEBOS R, AT — ANy YR B AR R LB INNTAR,  DAASET



TR A R W e TR B s R I, 0 T R ML X A7 A 1 — A iR B “ AR,
KHTBCEZ WAL AR (Parks & Oakerson, 20000, PIALVEZ BRI, “HixIRE X7 RMi%
[ Py S MRS, BTN, A0 LI J RO ABATT T 13 80 4 IR 45 1) o i 5 B0 1
A R E R ANSEI R, JEE A S T V6 R0 52 2 1A R e e /) 56 Bt e B i)
K ZER] (Altshuler et al., 1999),

SR 2 KA T BUR 047 5 — LA X AT 0 1 B T BURT, (EAR AT DBk B Ak 2 31 B
T I BUAERRS (Downs, 1994). KA S SREURF2E4E . FRBURFZ 7], #2552 8k H
BV FWERFL . 20 #2090 AEAR, DURAS SO MR HCN AR, S T BUR 7E 42 Bk [
WIBH (Sharpe, 1995). WRIIR 216 2 B RH T BURE AR ST (1 03, b T
(Fissih . KBTI e, AEAFIRAT I FAS L A G RN TG WY X SR BOR IK %€ (Feldman,
1995).

FX I AE 1990 AEAR IR JEAF 25 T4 T 4 5K H 35 A R U480 117 55 81X 2 8] ) AH B AR A7
J% (Barnes & Ledebur, 1994; Savitch et al., 1993). A FFEESMTFIZBIX . ZABA
G o B DI SCE R, WO TR, B R ERE T SE A I AH O AR T
AATIRUE, AT IR T A/ TR COFE 2L SR IE R X 2 [A], LSt
HZ B RR. 2 54225 (Altshuler et al. , 1999; Orfield, 1997; Rusk, 1993).

PRGSO 2 5k /N gk 7 S R X TR R AL 2 . 2T S I AT
TR A7 BURFIR] R BEMSCor ZE K ARAIE - M 78 AL TR s DARR IR (¥ 1] S5 40 £ s ke R e b 25,
AP T AR RS F AR (B (53 B 1) DA “RE I Csmart growth) BUSRRHIRIEHS
PHIRN I 5 BEORT AT HiR 25 335K 1) DRV N ——TE S T G (335 R T R DX (¥ 4, SRR K1
J7 10y G ] o I T o B DX s S SO IV 25 3 7 IBURT BE 22 (1) B U50RN VA A SR SR AL FEAd AT T 1) i)
B, I AR R BUR TR DGR, BLUARIHX 3 CHAR (Savitch & Vogel, 2000a).

FE—LEHX, 5 1980 AEARHN 1990 AFARIIEE 5y 4 /R o AR IIURT X FIVC 22 68, i i A HL 1Y
HESTIL T — R, SREU 5 2 5 BORT IR B AR FEIC R . AR R S iR, T
5 BARFNER T — LRI A L) (compact), WZALIT: Bilcsr 52, BHESH 17 A0 @A
HIF: WA VNIV Z MSIH, AASE . EARRAG KH (Saviteh & Vogel,
20000 AL F 1, TSR R

Y BEUEEF AR MR (Savitch & Vogel, 1996 I Hi ¥y S T WS DS A AL P g A2 23 Sl TE K
Hphges QINLIE KA TSR . 85 ALRIEAZHL LIRS s oA O RFIE,  SEA EAAFAEH )5 B
JF TRV DA o 5 = PSSO KA T R, A5G A7 AE TR W JE BB R — R B ARy 22, sl i &
PR . AN SRR S B 22 gAML FA s 5 4 R S IR R D B B b B R AN A A%
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LEFT I X3 A — 2840 30 Eed, Bl /R4 se BT (Albuquerque) FFATBRAE « i
Wise (David Rusk) AAfE, @WIREA N RS, sASA T OMMRRFERE. My, &
I PR R T BUR PT ATE R XN T S 4048 57, 78 Pl inof 2T R 40 i, A 3058
ZHIXIRAIE (Rusk, 1993). Ikilis Z PRISTE N IEAT « KK (Peter Dreier).
295 « SABRRE K (John Mollenkopf) HFIHGHE « Wil iRy Z'44 (Todd Swanstrom) X4
SO RRIR T OCHE, JERURTAN % 5 4E R I0H0: (Dreier et al., 2004). Y477 FI4H
B/K (Savitch & Vogel, 2004) AKAMEHHGIFREMALIEA IE . FEXT i D) 4K ) G4t
IR G, AR, B IF 25 Rk il X I BT 143, 1 /D BOBR A KRR R U 1 59
T HRNZE i [AE Z AR AE T P Lo X R BUAR A o 4G T BB FEIXRE T 1) DX 48 2 SO
TOAE T TR A X 2 AMR R R, IXRBUR SRR 58 « BURFHLHIAS R, DRI AR
WAL . BE4EZFAIARRS R (Savitch & Vogel, 2000b) Ak, HIX I 32 SO AE % 35 />
KIE AR PRI e, B0 TARRER B 22k, tein& gy, B S SR, RL TR AT s ik
— IR .

DX 2 S — BLAE T SRERAF I TR S A A W77 T BRI 23 0k 56 o ol 22 148 240
TER T 5 DX IR SCR AR BENS By« RS T BUR 4R I BUR 45 I 4B ORISR #8117 BUR
Kk, 554 ROCHS T DX 30T I G 14 100 L J6 22 /b OG0k 1Ty 2 FLab B2 YRonS T~ B il 52 5 B
P T RIRGIR NGS5 T, IR KB o o 2 M T A A R L R 95 A SR 3 21
3, AR TETEE T X BURF IR AR o SXRE, B X3 SO it F S i i — R IR
ARTTIA B ISR b o AT B ALV AT TR AR AR 3 I SRR AR 4 /NI A T 1 22 31 A
P DB JE BUSR LA R B4+ AE AR IX it ol S EAE 7, AR AEE R e h T3 AT 584 1)
Il T 47 T A R

DAl SR A N o 37 DXl ) TR R 1 258 9y, R Re e stk
FLASGAE (Frisken & Norris, 2001; Lefevre, 1998; Norris, 2001; Vogel & Nezelkewicz,
2002). #% S 4E/KAE 1980 AEAURT 1990 “EARSEHI K 1 22 54y, KM o i 2. 2810,
R ) A P g ) R T AR, 1A S AT . XIEAE, SRR
T3 CRIRHB T X N A 5 % S ik A R I L) ARl (R /AR RSO B4 51— AN X 4k
PERIBCE I EHERZ ' (Vogel & Nezelkewicz, 2002). HAlhlalkse R Mamp] 1, it
BEMIURE DX FIVG 2% B, FL A TR S RS BORT i 22 R Je BT A — 26 0R 2, X

IR Gy YR — DG, ANAIESATIXRERIE] 1. NEBEE A, RECOCETBUF D2 dgd, A
T EARRA, AR VF S A LR MRS 17 BURF P AL U — AR A
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S SRR IO 55 . 2t + YU IR (David Imbroscio) Wk, FEX K
JEH “ A FIZE” (inside game) PR SASRZ iEHRTHONIE, TS T-0 603 SLH b gk
Coutside game) W24kl f55 b BOKE T KM (Inbroscio, 2006).

SR F SRR AT LR, BB R XA NS [T 2 5] (Altshuler et al.,
1999). HAAH T B K HSITA B AR D2He TS, (LRMILRIKE, K2R
LA IR (Lefevre, 1998). /K » AMBATEHE B4, BECHE SARR T HHO X850 )
BURIE K7 1o Ak 95 R SR W J 4Rk STl T S5 07 1 o S (4
RO (BRI IR, TS M X SRV TR 2 e SR 0 X B B 6 5
BRMT I, R EHL (Brenner, 2002: 3).

fis IR E X AL R X R

WU, 9 DR R T A S5 BB HE R A A DU RG, AR IR “ il
SRR X I 7, DR 2 R DA XK o 3l iy XA E G P Ak Rt . A7
FHMGER], RANBAT RO ST SIS, S IE AR A
TR —AS B, e 1 AT B JEE A RGP S AT OC” (Scott, 2001
xiv)o Pilte « WiRlRE (Allen Scott) FEMRERTDXILT SN, Ah'e “MREL T A NKTY
IR RAEH, LA AETEAE RSP #L” (Scott, 2001: 1):

HI T BRI, XSEIRAEHAE A T IR E X (R ikt
Ao Hh VR O R R SR I S RO 1t 7 R AR I AL AN [F] (425
SR X LeAL S S ) R ARG 4 e T I S R B R k. LR %
B IEAE AT EUI AR, JF R4 TSR G L DERIBUA Tk . i,
X I SCE S R A X R T A B SO P — AN, AT —
AR R A0 P AT ) DA T o SRBURF K ST (S 543 Bl B O 25 ksl
Ml (Scott, 2001: 1)

IR« Fieh CHIEZR 25 0) (Vew State Spaces), $EH T — A NG AVEH %K
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R, SRiAH X k3 L (Brenner,  2004). flilhy, BEAE 1970 FFARILIEITE 522 I fE Al
5RMG FATHEE 7 IAREZ A 1980 FARLCKAEH MZ K (meso-level) [EAY. ARtk
T8, BUARTEA 32 SCEE K FE Se b 17 DX S AT IR A PR 2 o 5 SR, O IX sl 3 SO STz oS e A
TR, PHERE SO IE A, DL X SR 4 = A= 16 7 O R AT

ST 3 R 75 DX Bl Y 2 D S A A AR S —— 0 - T, e A
AT PoE w@mn, LRSS TE (Beauregard, 2006). IL{E#IERIM4+1E,
B IX P 22 55 Y 18 234 T FF XSG 10 BT AT BUA (R, ARl 40 56 R Ol A 2 AN YR A 1)
(Savitch, 1988). {ENXETFAME) V2 RFAE S HON AR K 2 N, A2 —F “BoA
Befr” (Le Gales, 2006) L%, {EfiAR (Sassen, 2001) JMi# Ik ARRMETT RIS, %I
Gt AAEAL ACFOR AR SR I o WORBATRIIE S QG BRI T I BLR, BRI B AF
TR BRI A BRI T A5 (M BUAE PR A KRB

ARHEF MmN £ 10 FLA A2 (the Organisation for Economic
Co—operation and Development, 0ECD) AT AT < Hiutsk 1) i (¥ 9F 53 HOUL 5¢ 21 COECD, 2007

OECD X4t (shift) fEH T RN, X—Fi .

MBI N IR A B AT S AR AR S5 (A B R, #4832
(entrepreneurialism), ‘& AR TRk e E 28 HrIEAC A me . AR HH XURS . 5087 BL A FA

NERT T 10 S E (OECD, 2007: 3).

o A GUR I — e 1 R DL R A U BUA 4 B AR AL, [ BN 32 5K K H T A X
A SR RE ), DA TR XAt S G AR T 15 4 ) B NENGIRZ I 2
AR P Y 2 SCHR ) T S RS AL RILRS 143 AN 1 ] 46

Tk “PFXIBAL” (reterritorialization) MI2EFH AR, MUATT5H I B S0 Py 55 X RN
BUAEEAEEHTRI Y, HAKHR F AR E R KX S 17 2RI R L (Keating,
2001)0 FERFRATINTT P FIRELE Dy T HIg R A /2, LB sl 1 SO 1l 1 v S i
IH 217 MR g5 1) SRS A BT I (s %) AR R AT (Denters & Rose, 20055
Stoker, 2004). FEHJ; AN IRIZ U, IX I A HE AL 3 BORHS T OB BT 8T i BE 22 H
(Hoffmann-Martinot & Sellers, 2005).

PR IA R 2 IR TR A A I T A 5 569 ) (Scott, 2001). DRIRBUR 245
BRI R R AR T BN VR e — i FRT VT kI LA A A BRI
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S RE A A B BUR UK, WSR2 564+ ) (Fainstein, 1994; Savitch, 1988).
DS DX 3320 SR RS Tk v v BRI R 22 flF, R b 50 2R B XA ) 40 S B ) R e s, 3E
T K R BT AE SR 2 P IR SE 4 ) o IR0 R R A Foedls 246 2 FIME S0 e 1y et 432
TR

iz L 2L KITTBUNF (Metro Toronto) fE 1998 4E&H B ZAE L.
HTX 202 HEAENET S IRIRE, K22 HIX (Great Toronto Area, GTA)
T TARAAT LB A2 AR, 3y D3O A 1 R 22 5% TR EA T S8 4 A SC 22 5% AL
T IR A el T 2482 RETTIX KA LA, TAEZ 9K 0 GTA G BOR I IX 56
B (B2, TARAUFAAGE A OB BRI R T BURNA R 47, Feifrikig
A I TT BURFAERR ISOIR, - R F ARG S — A4 i 1T B A FR 9 AL A o

A, % TAFLEAE 1995 SEHZAC 21— DA H 57 T5e——Hr IR L9 (the Ontario New
Democratic Party, NDP) Zff. MR, ZJaAA, BEDRTWEE . FrBUNEL T T4
s, AR LABEAT I 248 2 KA T BUR 5 28 2 e KT KSR NS P r £—%
12 HEE RBNX AL GTA A LR BN M HERRAE A T 2 oo IXRE, R IR T 1
WA B B4 T FRRT X BBUR o R B MR s s ZL R S, & Ikt i 48 BURF 53 AT 52 it
(Horak, 1998; Sancton, 2000) .

AR, ZACZ MR BOA SAF I TAE G R VEZ AMIE, IR (B
T2 N RO E PRSI E2Y], RIgE A KI5 « B (Mike Harris)
RS (R RTINS0, LR RHBTIT DX P (0 46 30T SR 8l s 22 KOs 2 B 28 T it 11
KVEAE, WA, GRS P IE, FFE AR A KR T BUR R TG RE . R1,
FER (Tory) BURRIL, AEIUTR I A T BURFIEAILSE, KA R HS T BUR A b X 3 55
PR, s T T RS T0%. WU, MR ORGSR
DRI, 22 KW A8 BT SR £, TR S R Ak K T BURTHE B J2 (¥ T BURT - JEK GTA
TAEZ IO R DS A AT WANAESX AT % e 2 A o BRI DAy 3 6 75 5 2 SO RN 13T
MZARZ 1T, MRS S BUR SR 2ok B FIX ey . BURAVE L HLFEEAE R (Vogel,
2007),

2ol 10 SFRNRELM I Z 5, e ii@iniaeE (Vogel, 2007). 2L HIMAEA
— AN TR IRYE « KB (David Miller), T4 KBS A KA W8 H IR, AL
HRIF) R B — BT TS %, 45 20 2 TR R o A5 F AT L AR 5 51
BAHASE BRI A 2 AR AT P R 3a 4 1o AR, R G RAE ) 20 {2l b Iyt
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BRI A WA K22 45 Z 12 (Greater Toronto Services Board, GTSB) [#j—
BRI 2R, A I (R30TT  JEORAH AR IR LA I ST I ROk, B or— MRS i fH
SRR TP, ZJamtib 7o BB B FE il T R, FH4E S BARR
TR AL 2 1 7 = BE N R SRAL o

LA B2 5. 1986 4F, KiE#il% (Great London Concil, GLC) B4 HHi
AR R RN AR ST A AR R T I PR F (Sharpe, 1995). 1997 4, FEJE « fisk/K
(Tony Blair) HJHi L5 (New Labour) JEREAH, A& T WK KAG FBURN &R 7> G5k 1 A
7. 1999 £, KAEHCY4JR (Great London Authority, GLA) RAZ, AUfFA SALRIATEH K
FURHBTTINSS o 2000 FE2AT TOHTBUN LSS . FEBA GLC IR, (TEED b sRBUM H 7
DS TR J5 1] o A& D IRBURT TR AU e e i) B — 20 o AR, SR BURT EN 4K S8
D3PS O DA A FE BRI R T B AR 1 st 3y o X 0T — FloFT A X
BUA KA, 0 GLA ZEAEAN ) TR BRSO ARG D0 T, MrR SRIBURF 2R 4 BCSE K
H AL GLA fEHABR N AT = RBCR U, iz mBer. U 5ihe. KirkE. e
PO KA « A (Ken Livingstone) FREFHIZ, FFBEM AR MR A2 BT K
SN FIR, GLA SRAF A, SEEBUMN Tk —HERIZ MBS, B E L AU M.
THG, X8 AP E RIS I G A e B, bRR2E. TR 2 REUR 155 )
IR G, CaFE T 5IAE B NG

S AT AT S 5 AN UEAR OB VA BE 22 HF 2 5 B SE R R W BB R . R IR
(Thornley, 2003) FI4LEZJE (Tomaney, 2002) 75 BT 7K AL R ST A KT 117 ik s (438
SRIA) e P SRR S ILER T A B BRI, TR IIVE T o AR, AVF2 A FRt GLA FITT K
BOJAEE A, R FHAR AN (Hambleton & Sweeting, 2004; Newman &

Thornley, 2005; Travers, 2002, 2004).

75 DB AR AN AR K KB L T5 1)

A, KA T AN DI 7 ) 27 AR BAE PRI E DI SO R, /]I S5 2% 10 X
SRR« R W, X R AR D32 IR KA BUR AR GERRIN AT, B 2 A IRIE S

SEURMIAGE (Campbell & Durning, 2000). T 404G Hu 7 WU IR S AL &1 S50



PAILNRE A GRBRACT 2 KT BUR e 4 /I b Lok 7 55 2B X LRI % S B BRI T ™ A
(¥ 22 0 2 BORF I ™ JiE « RER T IBUR I BB, LA b 7 1] 2 VR [ 8Bl A1 A T 1 0 T
INAZIR 2 AT B SR T b R XA (R R 2 I SRRy [ R AT 4 2

56 BERE2 5 T Je P9 G 5 5 I T VA B R 9 [E 3 T Rk 514 (. The Commi ttee on
Improving the Future of U.S. Cities Through Improved Metropolitan Area Governance)
PRI R, 4R T BOA TR SR (Mltshuler et al., 1999). %7 iy gkt
“ZHCIEER I, ANRUBE R 5 BUR QPR X AR 4 REAE D 18 55 3 3 SR AR S5 (1A
R ) AR — R MR D AR S5 5 T, AT 80% 7 BRI H 458 “HIrk
AT E A e OFHD reEE i 70y 3 7 22 S TEUE MR HS T S Keond “ilig
NP3 BE B AR R BE IR N 11 B 5005 e 1A AL A B2 5% . (Al tshuler et al. , 1999:
106—107)

B, (AIATHET]Y (Public Administration Quarterly) WH—ANEF: (Campbell &

JEAR L R AN A AR A SRS I — R I 5 220 B, Rk TS
FFIIRIFAT, AN ER AR T S B D P A 1 S0 ORI BURPRI A IR ) o X T ix 482
FHRUL, COFTHIRBE I, ANAET DS T G I RAE — B A A JLBUE,
TAE TR TARLEIE AR i85 T G R IRF E BURFR BE, T B 5 R AN 13 ¢ Campbell
& Durning, 2000: 139).

OGRS ANRE,  RDEEAT RHB T SO TR, SR - A% (Suzanne Leland)
FIRR; « B MK (Kurt Thurmaier) 11845 H 2 Ak 68 F1 R ER (Rosenbaum & Kammerer, 1974)
Wl R A “RI SR (power deflation) KA, SRR AN A (Leland &
Thurmaier, 2004). HHRZAIA, — Pty 5 BURF A I A GEROG ™ R N, 2 S8k
e, —HiRES (Lin—ANHED, S SBURHERTINES, BT .
AT — A2 BN, BT T — RAVEBIIT, DRS00 FORHE Bk
Ao AT S VR, AR 17 B IR TIT 5O (5 R 5 4 S 2695 R SR B R ALK I
o5, LT IXRE, AT BAR I i R AR SO T T A DR . B A
1« JERK 5 (Richard Feiock) FIFEAY « R/R (Jered Carr) $2 T 5 —Folls, HBOA
ARL B (1038 S5 AR RS I I KA T RS (Feiock & Carr, 2001; M MW.Feiock et al., 2006)
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AT S R, RETIR B 22 A, RAEHTT L HEAE L RBURF L ACRA A B Y
B KT S5 ia B IR FI I 25 3 (Parks & Oakerson, 2000; Savitch & Vogel,
2000a). ILAEA S 04 0 — (R AT ST BURE, AT (K S T BURT W6 25 1 5 AN Wi~
SR DX IR AR 2R e T, VABE. RS PR SR LA R BURT )8 B B AT ORI R Rl

SV AR T N IR » Aife gl (Neil Brenner) fsifs JHIHESS . Ak, BUARHEA
T X SR IE B Ge T X AT F AL (Brenner, 2002). 2FFATTRIHMERDURE , dnqa 2 00 1L 531
b3 T P DCBRAL SRS P 3%, I HERT IS L. S, MuE IR AT B B s S
277 (CUnERRE OECD MR 177 7 BRORS SEHESN I, 3t phy Ml 7y JC i PR 1 A BR V8 A i 41
B AACAN 2 KPR R R BOR R FEHER] i, (HI T L AT A LK — E i AN 2RAT H
PRI B 2L, B o R us s Tt o X225, PR i) e X 2873 i
T Ir) R P SR AT IR

MDT S A, AR LIAT S e £ A T 4 B AN SR AR 55 (1 P RV B 8 O 32
519 HEZ0AN 20 tE2S, “RATTBUN " S 0 I Ao 5 595, 3R s, B
QUSRI o 07 BURFIRE A 3 BOEBIR B, B A HAT R M RE I BUR I 55 1K) —
Fhbshs o 7E 20 tHLCH I, “AJLREHE” SAIRXT KA T BUF IO VRRIE TH6R, fethdefi 4
RS SRR T BUR BB A JEE RS T — A i I Y, R i (A AR, &
AT Z AR TSRS, AR AR R AR ST, Wi T R Ak A5 2

KA T BUR HIIT 3 S BRIE 23 N e RIGVEIEREARATT AT B o 24 58 22 1 R A J [T DA
[ SR8 DXC,  E A TR R T AN S 48 P 18 5 SO ATl DR AT SO iy RS B Al 5510475
N1 GO SRV i ERAS S S I 11 o N KIS S 5 T i e SO B D & S W R X 3774
T o

20 HH2CH Y], AR T BUR A IR 1 i 8 XUZ B T BURF R 47AL . 1980 4EAR, 7R

O FERR T A [ AT TSR Y X AR I RRIE Cheresthetics — 1] IHBOA S 5 B « B 7o /K (William
H.Riker) 1986 F4Ei, RED “ERdmiieil”, o b IRl EFr R g T B SRS o Y — T SRR A
i, nT U S S BRI, R RN Z280EH (majority cycles), Tl Ji A 1S A5 B AR
EENEN TS PEETD, VAU L5 IF 1 Th

16



HIL T 2 I B A SER R AL, Y T ARV X R T A SRR R AT
B LR PEBEAT 78 73 A FRUFUS 1A P P R 3 5 BSORT A Tl R AN P 452 ) R

XFFELS G AEE A GBS L, LT — 284, —, KT BURIRASE &
BN TERCRbRUE, T2 S 2 MR BIR T17 X IR 280 R o A R U S A B
BRI T SCE I M 3R . B8, KA SCE M a3 2 M R AL T @iy B, T
RGP RIS T BUR o AR, S FISEB A E AR WX 332 307 8“3l st (¥
ARIEVE R A HTIRESE, A KH T BUR AL GE S o SR, SO BUEA AR R AR T A
FRARHI BT UL R Soh, SR RIS R 2 A — AT 7, A R A B
RO S IR OCUENE 15 7 3 1 AR SR i M i A

B T T RIAGE AR 288, 5 AFLATERINFTUGE (Parks & Oakerson, 2000) [f]
P SOFR A A B E IR (Savitch & Vogel, 2000a). FXISALMES 4 A%
ZHESE, G TR AL T AR B TR FEAE I IORL S o MUBRIBUD N4 5 208 T — R )
ARAFRE 0TI 224 7 S o S P T R o XA — PR AE v, RIS BD I T BUA M A0S, Ik
EHEP B BOARE R T

SRR
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Regionalism Paradigms and Urban Politics
Hank V. Savitch & Ronald K. Vogel

Abstract This review concludes four regionalism paradigms evolved since early 20th century and the relative
meaning of metropolitan politics. In perspectives of intergovernmental relations among local units, Savitch and
Vogel analyse background of the rising of metropolitan government, public choice, new regionalism, rescaling or
reterritorialization, summarize characteristics of the four paradigms and their critics. Furthermore, they suggest the
tendency of regionalism in the near future centralized on problems now for regions, and view the tendency as a
new chance to the revitalization of urban politics.

Key Words Metropolitan Government, New Regionalism, Rescaling, Reterritorialization, Governance
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