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The Core Position and M ethodological
Mismatch of Policy Network Research in
the Field of Public Administration

Wang,Guang-Xu

Abstract

Governing by Bureaucracy has been the focus of Public Administration.
However, as the power of the government systems fall, and the private
organizations rise. Policies are implemented in complex organizational network
and target population. Power is the central concept in the dependent model and
connects with the possession of resources or with the asymmetry of the
dependent relations among actors. The research on policy networksis always at
the core of policy-making process developed since 1970s. Only by talking
policy network research, rather than other general policy making process
research, as a starting point, people could understand and hold the true situation

of policy-making process in the society nowadays.

Furthermore, nothing that the traditional research on policy network has
been sometimes inattentive to their work. The Rhodes' researches on policy
network suffer a lot of critiques from Dowding, Raab and other researchers.
The critic argues that network approaches are failed because the driving force
of the explanation and the independent variables are not the network per se but
rather characteristics of components within the networks. Many scholarships
like Blom -Hansen combine the views of new institutionalism and policy
network to break policy network away from vague description like a metaphor.
But Blom -Hansen leads to the wrong result of his work by using the incorrect

The author is a Ph. D. student at the Department of Public Administration, National Cheng-Chi
University. E-mail:kosaku@nccu.edu.tw
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view to explain the policy network. In this article, social network analysis is
applied to provide theoretical and research insights for those who focus
primarily on traditional policy network research. Finally, the article will be
concluded with recommendations for advancing current scholarship on policy
network.

Keywords: policy network, network analysis, resour ce inter dependency,
methodological mismatch, new-institutionalism
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