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HFH A vl 23] ol F3he W eke E41% Hall & O’Toole (2000)]] wh=
H, tiokre] S Aol 27) o) el AR A e v A U E
AL Tl AYH=F DA AN YIEAZ A et =ol= v &

Wit IEQZ o] T870L vt FASH olgsol sits) F=d, A
o]ZE0]& (resource-dependence theory)L} 7] 2fjH]-8-0] 2 (transaction cost theory)
o] 2ol of2fFt o] &5l I/ HEA] ATERT FARIAMH =
(mental health service) Y| EYTE ¢33} Provan & Milward (1995)¢} A}~ 1
|7 (Texas school district) o] W-37+HE2] YE YL 143} Meier & O Toole
(2003)& & 7 AUtk o5 TEAQ AB82 YA 27 e PA A2
e e e BelAse) YENT falEte] A vEsas
THe o] BAolehs A2, ol BT AT S Bk oz
ANFRAZ oA UESDS a5k 9128 B art 91 (weating networks
seriously)-& AJA}gIC} (O'Toole, 1997).

o)A V= 17ol g e Telm A BAlo] FololE B,
o}z Vel s B2 uprh o]75] ol ol lh (Huang & Provan,
2007). 23k, B2 SAbeo] MIEYHE SHUFR o] &ate] 1 5782Ql At
o thall AFstAAm=D, oJwgt aglo] IEHHS S TIEA S UE
HAE FEUTFE AT =52 BAVE vk HIEQT o] 27 9 A
S FPARITE A7-adEe] dvbd, 3] ofug aRlso] U ES
& 2SIt e F4 A7t wetopd Aol ool B =22, =
Zo] Fxol A& FaL ojwd 2TV VIELH S SASATIEAE =
of s 314 3.

) BE AU EYA Y FAZF a7 thE AL olytt 71, O’Toole & Meier (2004)
= FFUAE] F9 o WL VESNYS Fo2n 1 sldlo] AR IS HAH B

ol7F= Y| EY7 o] o] 58 H(datk side)-& S35} % sFTk
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I.7]1& YEQ3 A7 YEI9 9

dlEize) et sholel gel® Aol ol o] 914 ek AAs A}
slo} wi AYEA A ojuigt B Rofoltol m) WESI2E olsiala
ah= i 2FH L T o] A Alo|c} Berry et al. 2004). 1ol BFET
Eo] 9t} dJE E¢f, Tichy, Tushman & Fombrun (1979) )] u}
= Y-8 (transactional content), ¢1A%2] A7 (nature
of link) ~1¢] ZZ EA] (structural characteristics) 50 2 o] Fo]x gt} s+
o} ] el MBS 2 B ole] FAIS Alolo] S48 AL 717 44T
< &8 54T W80l 2T EHe TEE fn|gitt Brass o 004)= U EHIE
olmg S Yehl= 24 (node)t A4 (deyEo] HAIRAL Aol =,
HE]ZL 7|2 542, & oo FAEl AEY A 22 S W EES
afrob] sl MR AdEo] Sle HeAlelth 2T, Folo] MR e Ul
EQaE T8 ke AY7R @2, YIESSE o FaL 3= FAI7E 77
], 250] o]BA AZA=e] 91, T 11 AAYS BalA FolE TRl
& Aol
PA3} HofR =olF T HH, VESAE AT =R E2 HIS VES
IE Ve BTk o] vIEY A} 24 &8 E vIEH A tig
skat Ao)7t Agwo] A ¢tk (Provan et al. 2007). Provan 9] (2007)¢]] wh2
T dpabel whet sEU A (partnership), 2k 5 (strategic alliance), 22|71

A (interorganizational relationships), B== A3HA| (coalition), F=H2& o]

f

(cooperative arrangement/ collaborative agreements)2% A 2 T2 80| S A1-2-3}
Qo) 1 718 Jfd-e ALElA A AR (social interaction), A (relationship),
&4 (connectedness), T2 (collaboration), HttA] 3J= (collective action), A1Z]

(trust) 8 §% (cooperation) 57} 22 oulsh =i ThA| Gk Z, A2 The

2) Provan €] (2007) cooperative arrangement?} collaborative agreementsS J-E3}aL Q) A4,
B m=rollas 2 e drelebar R st iet shAlek o] kel el ofgk Aol
H, o] & 91218 THEolo} & Rolch
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golAuh, 7)5 7fd-e | EY =9t F7) tha ] ¢t

G} okl UEA A= IA 7 714 2kdellx] 771 Jg Holgk=t
= U EST 2o T sl Belxte] Y EYZ o]t Berry et al.
2004). o] 2 0], Provan & Milward(1995):= Y E$]3 22 BAtiea 44
sto] owgt VI E T 727} A Aful= Al flojd aAHRIZME 18t
oJr}. I ThE 219 © 2 A] Meier & O’Toole (2003)2 79l 2}<] o) A] Ta)ztke] ]
EA P97} o BA 22 o] Aol JFS FEAE AFstrh
B o7 A 2e Ao ZA3ho 2] I ThE Y EQ) I /U ES] A Uit &
)& w=3taAl 3h= A& ofuth o] thE oA Bt A= QA thFofok
FAL Aolek. B ATE F 74A A4 FolM 92 o] YEYF e 24
& 7L ofuel A2t #EjRke] VIEYA A9lE SASATIEA ¢ tig

i mo ok L

o

o} 2 sli} gk ok, B Ao Belael Ve B9 TR
Qo) J&%@M S B3, A, 2eln v el el 3 At o

<

M. ZEFX: 7|AA (mechanistic) 7123 {718

(organic) AJAH

TAF ZZo]&7} (classical organizational theorist)E-o0] 2] YR -

Z2)
1 AA| o] BAIL 7o, Al AT o] Z2]o]E7} (neo-classical organizational

e
theoris) S & 20| Aat 4L NG 2Tz BAE AT HEH
a2 Burns & StalkerE £ 4= 9t} Burns & Stalker (1961)9]) w}=, Z2144
2 24 70 bl /14 245 4714 2H 02 e 9}4 SRES
o= A xe] 2A e vj$ B Ho] AT Do) WelE ok TR
o, sl Yn  (ormalizaton), NAATEI 9 s
(centralization) Wh, 4] F2¢] 22e 19} ubr)e] JAL shAw glek



(Leifer & Huber, 1977; Pearce & David, 1983). o]} 3’,:}%‘6‘}04 NAA F+Z28}
714 Pt oA o] opn 282 site] AHERS o) P
N D
o &3k 472 hairka 2 4 9lr (Burns & Stalker, 1961). Z, WE 28 e
A Fzo) E4T 5714 T
of o] 7} ol

Burns & Stalker (1961)¢] %2 Fxo] EAS =A3}7] slA] Leifer &
Huber (1977)= 3} (authority), -3-44] (flexibility), 23 Q.
g (trust), FAl (innovation), 12|31 ¢ &7}+<= (risk-taking) 5 o] HEE A3}
o} 2} WS e 4 e the st 2o

Lml{[“[‘

1
32
_qm
031
m (o]

fd
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)
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1_, -
;2

O
H
g
= r
8]

il

83k 92 (red-tape), Al

ARk 71 F2o] 232 1 dAkE TaARI of 23 220 &3 )
e el A E T AARR Qe Al AdE 7HAH, g ol Blo]
1S AL 5 glek Milne (1970)] w2, 71712 -229] 22| Sl 7l
0l& A|=3| HEZ o|n] Uitz o] o F (highly segmented and routine task)Z 3}
], wheha] ZHQlE e Agko] JAIE Telal F 83| ® ¢drt v, f7]
= & oleh= Aol 714 o] 232 AR o]
AstEo] 9l WEAA NG e 2As S8 99 dxste] ZflelAl B
B aofslit} (Ansell, 2000).

o4 2 BEF93% 92 7AIF 72 22e B84 A44S dr) (Rainey,

2009). wehA] §5/do] wkg HofA|H (rigid) {43 5

1967). Burns & Stalker(1961)0]] w2, 7| A1A F39] ZZ] oA

FAH ARUACVES Bl 2PS Sk o] B, Ametelxie} Bt HgIrk
Ho

=
ololf Wl B A (e B2 Lro] ASlen] ol Aol shFans o
0 7)== golo] ¥7|x= st} (Child & Rodrigues, 2003). tE&} o]= B3 931 ¢ A

3} Bedo] 9= PA cg_rg] R|¢3 (administrative delay)g o}7]5}7]
wel 7|AA T2 A F714 T2 22| Hls| fe1do] HejAH

8!
o
+
e oo O
>
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28 8412 2% 7P Ao] )

N3 s 27 FEE 5 A E ok ol /144 Txe) 250
24 TN WY B g WA B REo] e AR T2
2 71A131 gl (Bennis, 1963). o]o}= Se] 4714 0] 240 24 FAA
A5 XS dulero 2 st} (Bennis, 1963). Zanzi (1987) AA] A5 &, &

N

AN 24 TANSE FEH ZRINTH P ARUA]
§517] o] 9912w YES)2E 53 9 Seo] Hohria &

=
SEMEEETECBES DI B

s

o 2 ol
—
BN
jg

8o
™

o

L 1R BEAE Y e 248 RS ek oleldt 919
2RE Aoy Slal, 22 wsbel 918e F2A ok 5jn] 2l
A

o} (Rainey, 2009). Burns & Stalker(1961) 9JA]
2~0

10 18k

Al
1_
=

oﬁ o

o] §714 Tze] 4] B o= Flh A, 7PIA Fxe] 2He
42 FFEAN $9E Aahels frolo] Ak 24 Al 2jo] &

7ol QA w (table) 7714 725 21 Hw, o] 2ldh 87 Sol 24
Zo] a1 53 wiakstel 314 97] whzolk

r‘_t?},

flo

014
&
o=

V. £% 7xE9 YEYY MY

Pl 478 B v 24e) Freh e $4348 AR Ho e A e
& BT Zo] APAole). Flze] Y2917 Aol W, Belaje]
=517 o] 27o] 4342 EelrkaL Fhe} (Meier & OToole, 2003). 22rhel,
o e = AW Hod 24e) 727} 244
o2 olsish AL MENDS AT S
= s|72ee ATAE S Fo

z2)0] 72 (3t 7| AZ 0|k f7) Ho sk Vo] 25}E ol AT



{0

A Fze] ZAoleg 1El o] B8 UFH R oS & Qs B
4= Slct olg Sol, 27)e] A (openness) & 4714 o] 27]e)
Q3% Exo g #S 4 9led| (Aiken & Hage, 1972; Burns & Stalker, 1961;
Leifer & Huber, 1977) o] 2% v} 3o} 2] 9]37ke] Shtah 25 mi o1z}
Peo] glr} (Leifer & Huber, 1977). S5k 258 ThA] A& 3743} BA|2 o
Ao] Fr} (Hage & Aiken, 1967; Leifer & Huber, 1977). wyzba] 71213} A7)
& 714 x| 23 7AA Fae] 2AEG Y EQF o] Bt &ds}E o]
& 7NSd7del stk (Duncan, 1973). w4k, 7|71 F20] 22]o] 5408 3]
25l = He]-2-97FA (standard operating procedutes) B 7R 1} Z#H o]
J=] (Hage & Aiken, 1967; Zmud, 1982), o]= W EL 7S H}s)jsl= @ 4e) ot
g1t} (Hage, Aiken, & Marrett, 1971).
ojo} T2 7|E Atel] 7|ukste], B A7 vt 22 7 & =S8kl
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7hed: =0 R7|1H =8 7HE4F 20t 2o HEAZ 917 Loz AO|Ck

B o7+ National Administrative Studies Project III (NASP-III) 2]
Soheith. NASPUIIE 28]z 329 w5 2o} 79} ejieol
S UE HPgdd 57, A5 S, 23] g7 Sl &

2415 1% A Eolt). Feeney (2008)0] w2, ZAjo} F9} Qlejico]
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3) olsh Taste], Leifer & Huber (19772 n]sgt 7pg AAetelc. &, z7e] 714
(oranicness)-& 77| ¢l7](boundary-spanning) 9} A7} Qtl= 71 ot} o] 7PE-S AAE}
71918 Lifer & Huberi= vhz ) 7182 ol 83hgich. 3wk 2 @i, o] Lo}
7FHE ARE S VS oS EN, T AR obd F1H IFAE
A= ApEA B frejn) el ok

4) & erete] Ao thgh th-8-2 NASP-UI vijredof vho} 9l i8-8 A8 Ao A v
T2 AAlA Zof A AE e = e
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T 2 25k 9] A9 E 713 9lor] Al 0 RE AR yhY, BahAe.
=} A%, YA AR e B3E A Qo) lFe thEshs Hiol
2 & 5 Qlek Blol, 2ol F QIAee) 841 YEshe Foln, el
FE FYAAA QRS S 78 hETH Mol 2ok 7} o
o] Fi vl o] tHEAS 3 el Folet T 5+ ek (Feeney, 2008)
NASP-IIT:= ©A 6,161 Wo] Zxjo} = ZZ@a|xle} 54617 9] ola]i-o] =
TR h2d 242 10009488 TSR FE39h 1 ol F, 24 Y
Qizto] B4 gk FEULAES AR 91419 Ao} 7 FIAA} 936
el delieo] F FEULR A 22 o2k w2749 ] 2o} F 1]
oJe] 27 Telsh 10333 delio] F ] ge) 2R A 2L
-2 |23t 7 A, 7 0.2 39%7} ol SekAch A4 Eofcku
¥, 2o} Fol Al FEeelat EE 7heul 477} v Gelz A whelah EE 7h
Sl 39%7} Ao SEMOP, delo] Folrli Fie] 38%e] FFH
efxfs} Fo] 31%¢] e 2x] BelArt HEo] SHS Sk 1o 2 F

H, 7t ol A & ‘ﬂ%—%l‘i@l% ~

<H 1> NASP-IIl §EXt 21

2F EE sgel SeHI2 e
zzeof 1850 790 43% 61
- xX|of = 914 432 47% 33
- Yp|o| F 936 358 38% 28
H|Sz| 2ot 1307 430 33% 305
- ZX|of = 274 107 39% )
- g|o| F 1033 323 31% 213
HA 3157 1220 39% 366




B Qs WESY s 2] 915h] el e ARUA A
2 ol TRl Vel BelAseA) 247 1) AEe 2
2 o, ) ANE 2Ae] S, ) the ARz, 4) Jelzd, 1
2)315) vl el 243 gJel patehel A, ol Hal 5 ARUA| M A
Hl} 3Rz 1822 291tk OToole (1997)o] mhawl, M EHAL 2e -

uzo] A ] QA ke, Thake A/ 2 3te] FERAE elv|gih. o)
ehi 2 ghpold] VRS 245 98] F3ReA 2 v gelzd welR
7} Qe Belalel Qlnht 15e] 1A i ghE (e SARlle] FollA
Be) BB, WSl S JRAzA ATEH ARALS S
£ B39 3, W5 2400 Yol AN 27 UjFo o] ARUA )
ASIBISIC SEAHEE 2] Skl ol 2 WLl ek 01005 AL
= 92 3h5 Ao Fo] 103 HES YA £Hes shoirh

|

X
S

M

2. 9| 7x

I

Burns & Stalker (1961)7} 481 g950] 232 2] —?&% JNAA F+F == 57
4 P2z 0|23} Ho] gr]urhe shte] 2
A28 AT ek weby] 27 PaE S5 31
= 9124 W% (condnuous variabl) S ke Bas} Ick. ols} pelstel
Leifer & Huber (1977)& §-7]3} (otganicness)gl= 7@ =3 ck &2 oI+
A, frisleRE EE =Yste 2ATFRE SHSL ol Als
(mechanisticness) o] Wht) &= 7 E 0.2, 22 F22] 7]3}k2] g (value)7} 7%
= A2 IR 24 729 7173 el 2ol AL olvlst 713
o] Zollth= A2 vk 22 29| 7AI3} el AxIve= AL ofn|dith
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B2 ol 24 P22 8 T ¥R 24 4 glck urh AR 24 P
o] 71A15HE 248) Slaie Bk chya, AAE J1Aske] SHEL ) 1

#aolof git). B 7= Burns & Stalker (1961)0]) 7]ukale] 7)7A|8}-5-718}]
~AEYS AH WER ST @AM, 25 728 2
Mk dolie BA7E ek 1S B, 4, B4, 980 e, 2he
3 04 Fo| 227z S| A, ol A 2HT4 o] ofF

AEue s S0l 7}%3}71 “H—Erolu}- [LPEW B AT AR SHAE A

<H2>ZEEY 5% AT
oE 2% ESTEES HE

My job offers a great deal of flexibility. 29 |14 d M (1=012 Z9|5IX|
%2 -4 02 SOz

I do not have enough authority to determine how| J3t [4 H HEZ(1=042 S2I5IX|

to get my job done. (reversed) AS -4 0§12 %EIO*)

Innovation is one of the most important values in| Al (4 d M (1=01 SO|}X|

this organization. %S -4 e 9

Top management in this organization is afraid to| Z2|XtQ| [4 H HEI(1=042 S25IX|

take risks (reversed). ezt (%S -4 O F9/8H

Employees in this organization are afraid to take| Z@=°| |4 H HT(1=01F S2|s}X|

risks (reversed). eUe (U2 -4 OfR ZoEh

Top management displays a high level of trust in| M2 (4 H HE(1= DH° SOI5}HK|

this organization's employees. UAS -4 012 ZoF

If red tape is defined as ‘burdensome administrative | 2223t (11 H HZ (0= 7{9| gle-

rules and procedures that have negative effects on| 24 |10 012 =3)

the organization's effectiveness, how would you

assess the level of red tape in your organization?

(reversed).

9 AR EEES HEORE B A7 fIsHE SA] S AR

5) ZAe] Faat o)l FA AFETY YEL IR A EARE
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(ptincipal component analysis)S- 2AA|SFATE 1 A} A3 £33 25 2.2 sk}
9] g99¢lo 2 Zoky]9) o 1 1] AH2E1= cigenvalue ZH 3.3560]Q) T} LS, B
Aol AHE AF W B} 715 eke A satent variablo 2 2k
S0 Al 7o el Ao 2A S FAR B4 Avk & S0l e

ol gk

N

<H 3> J712 H=0f ot FEE 2 2t

EEY) 29
=2 U]

99 My job offers a great deal of flexibility 0.525

st I do not have enough authority to determine how to get my job 0572

done (reversed)

@Al Innovation is one of the most important values in this organization ~ 0.735
2|Xte| Top management in this organization is afraid to take risks 0722
Q& 24 (reversed) ’
Z|QE9| o - ) .
ofsizt~ Employees in this organization are afraid to take risks (reversed) 0716

NET Top management displays a high level of trust in this organization’s 0778

employees
If red tape is defined as “burdensome administrative rules and
ELQ%t procedures that have negative effects on the organization's 0758
Al effectiveness,” '
howwouldyouassessthelevelofredtapeinyourorganization?(reversed)
HTA ZAHCumulative Variance) 47.94%

Cronbach's alpha: 0.751

3. EMtT &F
z2) o] P Y EQA o 23] 3He] BAlE ALl Sl & 7= &
Ze] 719 2] vol g SAlSH I 224e] A7) 23 Y] Atz st
Fom 2] vol= I 22lo] Ay HA] driy HI=AR S8 +
WHE BT AR EE npa ] o} AR 18 Wekal gt} Downs (1967)¢] wh
24, 22]o] 7R3l vpo]7} Fol wet Hu} g5Ado] glojXItt (rigid)ar gt
Rainy (2009) HA] & 24 L5 Tt Gir-of B&o] o] FolA|aL ad o 2H

!
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7] 27} BRIk St ek 249 A7k 25, 24 eap
152 AAE F2E b 7PsAe] A webd, ELR AEg w5 8

SABAT ol 229 7]l whe ofH F
A=UEANALS S %37} Yo T Y AE ] wheelt 94, e R
Zlo] ¢ ws, B, 7MY, 35k, ARk, w4, AR B BAE, o8,
715l wet 75 skal 2 7k, w9
HHE FAHE 72T (baseling =2 3 YwA] HEES B5F ol HT
(dichotomous variable) 2 E43}¢ick. v] g %2 e] A, 11 EAL, AT,
A}B| ek (civic league), A}B)EAA), =%, 5¢], o] &), AFd o= (business

b
off
=
o
I
o
kl
e,
rII.
ot
ol
Olﬂ

league), Z12]31 =Y E A2 (fraternal beneficiary societies) 50 2 Vs 4 =
), & S7oME AL RS 7RISR A YA fEES BT ol
sate] SAI3H I

o2, TiRIAk A, A, AE R, o], AIF 55 FAIEI T, HESH
ol FFE = 7 e H(ob role- A2]Y, A&, e 7= )T SAl8t

ok

# QI EARAS slaho] 57154 (OLS regression) & o} 85153k ol 9]
3] Gauss-Matkov 7}4S AAJ|E A3}, E BX.e FRALA (homoskeadsticity)
7HA] Yzl Aoz UeRJtE o]E wASIA}F heteroskedasticity-robust
standatd etrorZ o] &3} F]ARAL L3}t (Wooldridge, 2009). 1 H}9]
Sick

AL

Gauss-Matkov 7}4 & 2 5= =2 5}
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(3,1

VI. A3}
F4o] wUlle z2]o] §7)57} DA A Y ENH =, T2 Jrzd, 27
A, Je)zz) 9 v el zATte] YES )¢ ofBA| P FA]

38 051 gl Aol 2w, B A7) Ale AR, 24e) 7
71 Aolem A4S el Belsie] Y ENYS U Bs sl Ao
Bt 2 AT §715 Wae Fitol Ooln mEd) 19 2dds
(factor score) 2 Z4HQITh Webd 718 W47} 2 ke 7HAS5E §7152
Jepln w2 2o e /A4S 7118 et Jejes 2 dve) 4
w5 24e] 725 7PIA TE2 4SS Yol oL o
= Qe olefa Ak & Qo] 7S QlEelETh

T e W29l el iz el wek AlghEol e} w2

Sk o] BARE thE ARz YEYY AEE FHUTE

U

N2
%
L odo iy Lo

<
;E

%

mE r‘ﬂ: FU-?‘J
g A

rot
Yoo
i

£ s} = £54
245 Ajoln] BU3L 2H o TATe] YEYA AEE FHUFE BHG
Asfolt}. F A% BT, 27)0] F27} 47149 5% nek WEGAo] 3715}
= Aoz etk S, Qelzashe] ENZDS el maldsl v

4}
2223k Y ELZS vehlls Rd5oM e 239 727t S8 0% f9]
et FEFE 71 AA] = A2 et o] B Avhs A o] T2 UE
K7 o] &rdst 2ol FAH /A A, ofol] ZAIRA UEHAZ ]
7} 1A A F 25tk g o) | Alﬂ oflA] 0% rﬂﬂ o Hﬂwl

& itk shAeh, delze v ez o] 5_21%0 S 78‘*“ ﬁﬁﬁ ol °‘°1
A T3 FEULS IR o]t = FE5AT oA Hop ApA) 8 o
) g o] A5

%Zﬂ‘?i 7hReHlelxf= Downs (1967)¢} Rainey (2009) 9] S th =, 22|6] 2
719 Y EH A ] o] BA} 52 2 E} (=g 1, 2d2, 2 d4). 5]
gk et 2, 229 voloh I EZFell= S AH <l 1 aAE 2 E 9]
o (2 2).

u
&
ruh




2 ope] FAMS TR, AES s (B 2), e (Rd 19 =
2 4), IEHZ S Dah=rt ohd, o7t BErs (Ll 1, dld, wd 5 Y E
H 7o) ghet 210 2 Vel BE REloA Hrle] 292 Y ESH ] 9
FE FA B Ao R 2AEIT o] 7k 53] oA e Al wt
SUEHA T & Aol = o dLdrF v ENR S daths d9E 4!
O}, 7]Ee] 752 olofl thal] AR ES 7HAIAL §lek Meier, O’Toole,
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