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""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" Abstract T
This paper evaluates the efficiency of Korea National Railroad on the basis of
revenues from 1980 to 1999. There was a significant inefficiency in this
organization due to operating at an -decreasing return to scale area. Although
Korean Railroad in 1990s has made a great effort, his performance is still low.
Consequent]y,_ it is inll)orlzlnt to insure substantiality of operations than to expand
business area in order to finally improve the efficiency, in particular the revenue
efficiency, of the Korea Railroad. '
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ool BEA ZAAE 47nd U BEAGY NERS X-NES = SANEE 2T}
© 7o MEgd Fz At ez mad A@E Fre HeBvd AFAA 529
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AE 54 X-58&4 TR e
1980 4.17 100 417
1981 5.16 82.63 6.25
1982 ‘ 5.88 74.31 791
1983 6.57 74.50 8.82
1984 7.14 77.98 9.16
1985 7.63 80.53 9.48
1986 814 80.42 10.12
1987 8.62 86.54 9.97
1988 9.14 82.17 11.12
1989 9.58 77.68 12.33
1990 10.21 76.68 13.32
1991 1222 83.98 1455
1992 12.82 83.07 15.43
1993 1452 96.07 1512
1994 15.59 96.58 16.15
1995 16.35 90.57 1805
1996 17.25 93.60 18.43
1997 18.19 96.79 18.79
1998 16.92 88.80 10.05
1999 17.33 90.06 19.24
Ba 11.17 85.65 12.87
803 h 7.20 81.68 8.93
a0dd 15.14 89.62 16.81
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<E £ Axd HHEYH dAS]

(9] : A<
A= A AA4A098071E )
1980 27,012 11,823
1981 26,932 14,978
1982 27,107 17,360
1983 27,140 19,588
1984 27,140 21,385
1985 26,843 22,932
1986 26,879 24,628
1987 26,584 26,047
1988 26,856 | 27,960
1989 27,273 29,707
1990 27,128 32,040
1991 27,300 38,872
1992 27,267 41,201
1993 27,150 46,528
1994 27,246 50,564
1995 26,045 54,234
1996 25,981 57,497
1997 25,955 60,906
1998 25,851 56,829
1999 25,732 58,342
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