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Executive Summary

The primary concern in public network and its network performance evaluation
appears to center on the question of whether collaboration adds value to the public
affairs and management. The issues of public network raise the potential for more
feasible decision-making. Multiple network actors representing different mandates not
only overcome information and resource asymmetries, but create collective learning
and problem-solving that might not be considered had only single entities been
involved. There are some studies points to increasing disarticul ation of the state,
where there is an increasing separation between governmental responsibility and
program management. This governance phenomenon occurs through public networks
of actors. Public network management therefore has become an equally important
endeavor. In this paper, the author try to show that, as a body of theoretical ideas, the
network approach is quite well developed. The major objective in this paper isrelated
to the nature of theoretical perspectives of public network and its management. The
first section, the author discusses the origins and concept of public network and
compares differences of bureaucracies and networks. Then, the paper examines the
characteristics and values of concepts of networks; the different types of public
networks; the possible strategies for network management; and the problem of

network management evaluation. Finally, the author presents some conclusions.
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