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Ingtitutional Logic of the Change in the Univerdty Governance Model
Zhou Guangli
Fom 1960s to 1970s, the governance node of Univergty of Toronto has changed from a bicamera to a uni-
camerd sygem. What kind of logic is behind the Changed inditution ? The analys s frameaork of new inditutional-
ismin political science can be used to anayze this phenomenon. Calculation based on the limited rationd is a m-
cro-foundation , while the power corflict is a mechaniam for the change of the univerdty governance modd . The le
gtimacy based on cultura identity is a mgor determining factor of the inditutional change.
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