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s FUSTHE il |
FAFAAR P& s HFFAdE A& FANAY LPAFTE ZA U o1
o] ¥ dFuUFTFH 2 =
A AEE 7] A wEY. ES O =L, E3| w59 Fed, 99y 3
B WY (Contracting out)¥ FHI wPridol FHdLe o5 2P (Medical
insurance)® 7149 FAH] (Fringe benefits) 53 #& %8849 742 884 FE 7}
g B AAALY o2 A IAFH 58439 Frke 7HA A X e A Ao
th o] F =HL ofF Ado] YA &L AFoR AL =947t Ha rh

of A& WYt tiFd B&EHY=TY FTFHoA WFF o FHAF
(Public Accountability)e] Y5 £&3 HF=o] skvke HE vdsiy, dez NI A7
od Qo] THAYFY FAAFIL FUtHojoF Fria FFT. AF9 FAE (Savas, 2000;
Harding, 1997; Bishop, Kay, and Mayer, 1994; Logan, 1990, 2000)& w4 3l= T2 AFA
= FAA7gn FFsn Yoy, vE dR9 dxE(Mulgan, 1997, Hodge, 2000;
Mintzberg, 1996; Sullivan, 1987, Salamon, 1987; Stahl, 1988; Morgan and England, 1988)
< RGsE FAAFAEE A FaA9n AHEa vk "G ste] o] Y ATl
F3 FRFE 7SR oo g A4FH AFE WS Ay, 2 AFH IdTE AHEEA
(Harding, 1997; Johnston and Romzek, 1999)¢] Z A3 = A Ao},

o] AT9 FEAL Ad 9A wFs =4 o &

o
oX
_t'._l,
o
a4
_]}_J_é
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oX.
o
L
o

13
lo,

gozd ReAAT AFY UPhede FEE U2 ol TR FuA ¥ &4, 7
Bolge] ‘BT FAAVEAE BARG. AM, 2R woso] FW FEAY
Mde FEHY 238 AdA FARTY O TR A3 BHES ANFLEH
Wgseae dud AL ARoz FARRYL Fuw A42E olfae A3
Moz BAGoEM 71EATY #AS IRt 2L Bk

o] A7 TAEL AT WA ododE BN =33, nFHEN2Y zFE
HEZANEE 71O st WTATH 584, 2191 ARAYH FAATYY DAL
gAgt sARoz DA WA ol L4 TAATYY BAE P

oSl E X R B tE B R Agrdd g wbdo] 1970 o
Bl F718tA R, SREe] FIAE AAE A &7t FTEV AEAAH ez R4S

Q. oo Wk A% W ARARE BEAEL Foly] A WA FAL AWk
P
o

Wgss o 94 Fal oANEH, FAus, FPols R, TdAo)Y

]
4

(Franchising), ¥}$3 (Vouchers), X% & (Grants), o}%44 (Outsourcing), 231 74
|

g (Contracting out) F°] Utk ZAAo|AL UUPANA FAHAFNA FF Au|2d



A FEFHEE U, ARS M 58 Fd0 Aol Y B9l 2 SAHAH =
of e} 2uAZE RZFFFAAA ALs, ®UIAH] Folls AR 2 SPAu 29
Too i g7tz RGAAANA ATk vbeA e Afdle AT SAME2 4]
o A AEAL IRCA Hee FEA FHoY, aRF AfiE FR7E EFAM
29 Fue FANE FHoE FFANA AETY oL MFH SEobe WAy
Aol @ AAAM 97t BE GAZAS 979 AErIde It 2AFHANE
EA%GE HolM ded UBAEAGRY U Aol A¥sE Adelth A%
A w=E iREY 792 NGsE & FFol]y] B RAg = F2 ALAEH
o HTHL Aok, wdA 2 A7 wlgstes NAAE] Foo dHFIh

III. Azt 884

Perry$}t Babitsky (1986)% % g4 g0l BF-2A G vl&] A3 & AV ZHHelA
gt FEPG. 2L 1980 19819 =AFEaEY (the Urban Mass
Transportation Act)oll A% wAzg5E olfdte] BASAT  ol9k dhgl2 Karlaftis,
Wasson, 123 Steadham (1997)= AFAR7 Afati wzte] 493t Aoy
HELFA2E, & AAAFAAZL 2 oldo AYARI Agdujre T84, a94, 1

A Y FHAAM A FAEAGT AH A o)sh o] uzk o] TEAY &
AE FEAN=RA dis] darE A7AAS AA D Joh gy EdF)E v
o] £ AAAHE FAA I =78 Two Sample T-TestE 2 &3to] EA 5o}

2 d4e vy vl2A 28 ZAR(9F FTA (Federal Transit Administration)]

dlolg Hlo]2)E #4835l RIZIYES] TEAE A7le7be AESHD. HAES B3
z}et gk 5774 9 ﬂﬁ%é’rﬂié/\léﬁ“ﬂ 917he] AFAGANLEE FAFLRE U s g
ot w3 FTAY WEFEnw dolg WolxyE oM 7] a4 A XS AT

AX e ZeAH AEE *gﬂmtﬂ; Agutdgd 98 (OEVRM), #FA7tE 29
(OEVRH), o Artd " &34 (OEPM), #9445 83 298] (OEUPT), A Frjydgd
44 Fd (UPTVRM), 2&#A 7t M58 (UPTVRH)OIth. xEvtd g gu] s} =
FADG +FRE AME 2884 ARG 31, A4nd D $9H FEEAF 29
W EEAY AFedeta, agdn AFdD FAEPT FFANG FEEHPS AMn
4 A EHIL FTANAME 751 At olE 4A7A HHAX BN o= RS 58
E2 ER/UZM wet 039S FRAFF o= 2P ©f AU 2
T A MElagAd B AFedd AR5 RFANG RSP L FAA
2 272 7 Jdoy, Muj2ggA AEG vEaRAg AE FoM o= AEE BEA
A2 AAQste 4% FRAAAE =89 ARz k. 3 v L&Fd4d 2e4 AER
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(X 1). 884X %9 Two Sample T-Test

a= 005
e B B B =

g Two Sample T-Test (unequal EARAM A}
variances)
AFerd g Mg#* = 4.1 (§%=2.87) RzE o] ARAAET e FLHoZ
&gy Mp* = 3.2 (5°=0.72) H2AA 2SS £93T Q= Aoz
(OEVRM) P-value (one tail) = 0.0000 ety BAEY A3 F Jddede
a= 005 Fel ot Qe Aoz A
o9l AFurdd gl
X} A7 Mg = 54.63 (S=300) e fed 2ot G o=
&g Mp = 135.03 (S°=426,802) Uelgoh H2 uzksiEle] A9
(OEVRH) P-value (one tail) = 0.174 2HFA T G0 AR IR o §-

£ ARHQA Y, Baro) o}F A7)

qEo] FARCE foisA we Aol

EAH A

SEESE:
DER
(OEPM)

Mg = 0.85 (S°=0.45)

Mp = 0.75 (S°=0.44)
P-value (one tail) = 0.181
a= 005

@9 gAnd g @y

FRHGD KA Aot e Ao
ettt ole AAvtd g &3 9

BAede DAt FRAHE
zhol7b gle Ao g BAHA

Mg = 3.08 (§°=5.3)

Mp = 352 (§*=3.9)
P-value (one tail) = 0.106
a= 0.05

99 FdEdd &9

Aot g Mg = 1.7 (S%=1.4) YR o] NPAGE t & aRHoR

FOGAEY Mp = 1.14 (S%=0.39) HeAlzgde edstn Qe Aoz

(UPTVRM) P-value (one tail) = 0.0001 el FARA A 5 Jdel =
a= 005 Fod 2ol7t gl Aoz EAHAY
99 jyndg £

A ZE Mg = 21.93 (S%=128.6) AR o] MIZHEEYG ¢S gndos

Fodd ATy |Mp = 17.37 (5*=625) HaAl2dg 295t gl Ao

(UPTVRH) P-value (one tail) = 0.002 Uetgth AR 43 F JAuztee
a= 0.05 Foldt &olr) Qe Aoz BAMEHAT
Bol: AFAE T

*) Mg: BRAGH A 289 Fd, Mp: RIGAESB2A 289 F7

PAEse) 29, 4309 e E BeH AEE A9y 9ol

AR agdoldn & + dok aYU v AFATG £Gul, AR AG
£gul, FEIATYY SPuE BEAH AEL ARV, As| 225

ARHGA LY EEHL FAHOL Fou@ Aol7t 9t Aoz Yehnd &
MBS FrYgziole a4 Aozt e Aoz BAHAG. TG ZAY AR
Aoty SU AT Y FFALG FHARTAY F o)t FRAGo] AL GrT
d% 23H Ao eyt




IV. 9719193 34 3 F A (Public Accountability)

FRY 253 Jigelgta A £ Jdvh. FHAFAH] ArlHE olFE

DAL oA R FRIQ AFlo] 15 AE THFUEL T3 doz YAy dEol
A& B & slFoY el ATES ALY 71 H

galoF st BAEA k. Romzek¥ Dubnick (1987)
v 3 AHFAAN FAH AT FAH WES

AA AT FHATALL PH, AAH, AEF, 283 AZFH BAZ FAEH Jen,
AEE o] WZkA AR E FEAZE A AFE v & F Jvn 2ELS
stk ol 3l Robertson® Acar (1999)% o] UEH Zo] W@o] T4
Mul2g gt 297 43 F71et 7] W& Romzek# Dubnick® o] &2
of 2 @evi FAS, FEAAHY =Y 2L AL T HFH H&o
ojof &ttt ATt wEkd B dFo A= Robertson® Acar® FE& o
Romzek# Dubnick®] o] &0l 91574 7}x|Ql ‘A3 ¥HPZ'S FHATGo FIH4 g
Adatdnh. wepA B AFdAd FHATAH] NEE ¥ A5, AR A7, HEA
T, AEA AR, a3 AE A ¥3g 472 FAEH
o] AT RRHAF FHAZTAHE FIAAI=I
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Public Accountability = Type+Subsidy+Regulation+Competition+Size

o] Bl FAHATA (Public Accountability)e WA, AXA, AEH A%, 18
T ARE A Y@ ARE uidt. o] ATA YA AR AEINYS Avhy F A
71EAe] AR AXAH AFZE= ARNFAE dupy 585 =x9 R Moz A& e
We M2 A8e, 84 5 284 1Y A, AFH Y5 Hdo] dupt FA43
A ALY HHE FYPPE7LE, viA R AsY ¥HAde 2FA4E a2 3l
of dutyt RIZFE nseste ARE NEZ AT agln SYAF "Type' &

al
TEHHEA N H FRAGoz YN AL, ‘Subsidy'= AF BxFo] Ax vl &
A A sE #EE  UERE, ‘Regulation'® BAEdAI =7E FAY AE,
‘Competition'2 R E J&o FAd AASFY IR =7 FAe] AE2 =4

3, 'Size's WMAN2YY FREA Bad Sz SRR



AL A E S ARl A ARFANE AFAFET AA o

(B2 1) AREMG NIAH

Model 1 DF Parameter Standard T value
Estimate Error

Intercept 1 56.618 13.23 4.28****

Type 1 -14.052 4.04 <3 48¥kx*

Subsidy 1 -0.096 0.16 -0.60

Regulation 1 0.121 0.05 2.35%*

Competition 1 0.084 0.09 0.89

Size 1 -0.017 0.006 -2.83***

R-square: 0.1280
One tailed test: **** p<0.001, ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1

A wad, AAEgS AEAG v HA JRIAE L Use BY
Foh AAgA 2" nFHoz FAHY Je AlYd g FRFNE AT S
et uEn Ao A Bgee ¥y A graget 248 gad Lan
AT FAGE = ok AR g ARGl oF 75% E3le AN
WAAPE 275E 2 BYan
742 Qe A AAAA glof ANFAE FaAAG
(¥ 2) ARz} R 5
Model 2 DF Parameter Standard T value

Estimate Error

Intercept 1 10.250 4.60 2.20%**
Type i -2.492 1.40 -1.77%
Subsidy 1 0.010 0.05 0.19
Regulation 1 -0.0001 0.01 -0.01
Competition 1 0.004 0.03 0.14
Size 1 0.003 0.002 1.58

R-square: 0.046
One tailed test: **** p<0.001, ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1

pAAT) h2Y, AHAGA 2P Haed A Anle] FAE FRPu
HA sm gk ol e BE W NRALALYL FAF ARE eku U
Zetn B & Atk VRAGAN LA AE AR BYPEe] Q7] @R
Haegel e ARAels PAH APIA WolEol W2 go) WIAAc} 3ol
ARAGAH G BRI AFF IR WE AMPIZ TR AW &T7E
F2AE AuagFe RS



7Hd 3 ¥ ge ARAGET g edd HAaAEE S
(& 3) Ha=x#E g e
Model 3 DF Parameter Standard T value
Estimate Error

Intercept 1 6.780 1.908 3.55%%xx
Type 1 -0.387 0.583 -0.66
Subsidy 1 0.020 0.023 0.87
Regulation 1 -0.001 0.007 -0.17
Competition 1 -0.018 0.01 1.36
Size 1 -0.0001 0.0008 -0.12
R-square: 0.0286
One tailed test: **** p<0.001, ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1

el Aoz Mulsd) Ag BAW A%, UGN EWH 1A GA £Wko
SAMRCZ f% Ao} 9k Ao Uruth ot waggFae] oo x|
ofF¥ S wAa YR FES B Frh U EgIAY AEAG] H =
FAZE i & 75%HEY AR HXFS B3 e Ao udAs FAFUIE
Al HAAE S D fUdo] AL AoE el
4 NDYRE FRAYET TEA(SY: AP0 ZFALE 0L Bol
T4

(% 4) nEA29 979

Model 4 DF Parameter Standard T value
Estimate Error
Intercept 1 25.362 7.35 3.45%%**
Type 1 2.479 2.24 1.10
Subsidy 1 -0.18 0.08 -2.01%*
Regulation 1 -0.02 0.02 -0.71
Competition 1 -0.021 0.05 -0.40
Size 1 0.018 0.003 5.50Q%%**
R square: 0.2561

One tailed test: **** p<0.001,

#xxp<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1

HaedGe (Type)7h LEALRAT SAHOR f98 BAL Ree
BAESE RAFT guh oo ¥ra) AR REFHEC) ¥245, HaAsde] TR
Hg5% WEALE Fass Aoz BAFAY
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TETHE Fo] WA AART A AA% 7IHE H

Model 5 DF Parameter Standard T value
Estimate Error
Intercept 1 71.357 10.58 6.74%%**
Type 1 0.765 3.234 0.24
Subsidy 1 -0.002 0.128 -0.02
Regulation 1 -0.026 0.041 -0.63
Competition 1 -0.07 0.075 -0.93
Size i -0.0001 0.004 0.98

R-square: 0.0085

SHA

One tailed test: **** p<0.001, ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1

(B 6) 1230 A mefe} A%

Model 6 DF Parameter Standard T value
Estimate Error
Intercept 1 87.006 11.90 7.3 EEx
Type 1 -3.526 3.63 -0.97
Subsidy 1 0.061 0.14 0.43
Regulation 1 -0.014 0.04 -0.32
Competition I -0.341 0.08 -4,00****
Size 1 -0.013 0.005 -2.42%*

R-square: 0.1695
One tailed test: **** p<0.001, ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1

AW Ame} WAL FRI} AL

BelFu ot AAe A/t Be5E, TR EF
3924e @ o §PYS neAsA gt Ao 2AIUG.
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T value
-0.93
-0.13
2.17**
1.69*%
0.17
0.89

Standard
Error
17.98
5.49.
0.21
0.07
0.12
0.008

Parameter
Estimate
-16.704
-0.697
0.473
0.118
0.021
0.007

(<}

DF
1
1

npA o2 ¢y

Competition

Size
R-square: 0.0496

Intercept
Regulation

Type
Subsidy

One tailed test: **** p<0.001, ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1
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Asojof gt AASe] wt AAAHez WFsrt hAZ siA

= Rl
g AAg 21 e AL wRAeA gow, Z Addz 2R 3

st AF
gAE AY ¥ gzt S AldEor & Heoln, AAE HE glo] UEFAHAAS AY
g 350 Hdid AMS A u]EE X FA @
spAlmto 2 AHEZE FYE Hs) ®RGsHE #HYY o+ Jde FAHFY
(Administrative Capability)e] =7F8 mws] Holol & ZHolt} ek 18 #B)5do)
REEevd vgdydAqnds A7 a3 3382 FFE @93E AA9HAE T
£ =qstd gAFYEAAE olRFe HIAH WHol ©S dAAHoln F&HY 4 Aok
o] A9 A= VLA Ao TEAH EM dof Mulz9 A& nAHAIL
EEAAREE HxFolor e 2¥A A X Holoh, EG RIHE o FTEA
& FaoA Tr|d2de] sy FAu Lo AAV 840 oW 9FE WAE
7He ArFHor EASHA X3 Holth o8 dEY FHAFAG E4 glo] HEXAA
55 ol&sto IARZAE & Holth AlFHToME utHoF &A1 YA WL
AEFHo] ol MEHE g3 FHHARN HEXAN AEE 7HA 2 FARHE & AL
dEg ouloA o] AT FAz & + Urh
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