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Abstract

The importance of the function of the
nonprofit organizations (NPOs) as suppliers
of welfare services has increased in recent
years. But this function was limited by
economic recession, the deficiency of local
government, and the nature of NPO. This
paper tries to explore the relations between
NPOs and Local Government by using the
cases of ChiaYi Area, in order to determine
the rules of health cooperation.

The findings include: First, NPO-Loca
Government relation in the cases of ChiaYi
areais of the Supplementary Dominant type.
The higher the size and the level of
professionalization of the organizations are,
the more likely the NPOs are to establish
contractual  relations with the loca
government. Less professionlized grassroots
organizations and illegal organizations are
more likely to maintain Supplementary

activities with the loca government.
Secondly, since the ability of loca
government to legislate and implement

policies of services delivery and resources is
limited, the availability of localized services
pattern is diminished, such that the loca
professional  NPOs have become the
executers of policies of services delivery.
Thirdly, with respect to the service field and
group, the causes that affect the NPO-Loca
Government relations are: the limitation of
ability of Local Government, the limitation
of ability of Loca NPOs, and the assets of
the NPOs.

Keywords : Nonprofit Organization, Local
Government, Social Capital of
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