


economics, sociology, anthropology, law, and other disciplines. This, they argue, is 
because of the nature of the practice of public administration and/or because of its 
quest for disciplinary legitimacy. First, compare and contrast the strengths and 
weaknesses of the contributions of any two disciplines to public administration research 
(e.g., economics, sociology, history, business, political science, psychology, etc.). 
Second, is such fragmentation and conceptual borrowing a strength, weakness, or not 
important in and of itself? 
 
7. Some argue that "governance" has replaced "government" as a central framework for 
understanding the administrative state. Tracing the development of the administrative 
state, why would scholars make this argument? Is it accurate? That is, have 
governance models really replaced the conventional bureaucratic model in practice? 
Why or why not? How well has theoretical development in research on governance 
progressed so far? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


