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Al
T AEZRAL Seei wolA A AR AT, AAA ] G
v
e

o, AAE S Tl Sdiste 2N doid g o S
I en FE oA TSR 9 TSR0 R A HALS| ] 72 AT FUYA| L
, 3AUE] AHe-(private use of public power) &2 18] A2 2p50] ZF 53
Ale] g R Rale] oo Iyl Iok(FAY, 2001, 2003: BFERI(H), 2000). T
vol7b, AFAAEE A8 FEAeA ARl A AT T Al Aol A "oyt
A B3l AL Al A AIRIEA A gt AES AE|2E AlFste e 57171 oFsta, A
WA F7E Ak AIRIE 9] o]Qjo] of g} & 7|5 Hu, & AT Aol o A
ALY ES} olE5 =8 v HEAEET ET9 oS tiHstes ] Ko A=7o]
ot olgfgt A3, d=o] ARA = AHGE A WA g vldel] AW tH(FAY,
2003; A9, 2003).

A Fe] g FHahr] g8 23t
- A NE R asio] Agrg F-ol A
Fof A Aol AHst, dA =Y
FUAAAFA, AAGAG 7] 5ol U
o] AA| Fo] F7HHoE =¥ 3
olgfgt 29 FA Y= WEA R, AFoM e A Fo el s o AT

s FHatEHe §4d0] F=eAAl Uetva dtk(Lane, 1997). 433z
(performance management)= 59 A& SHst= 71X 3E) S A5 F2 A
7V FZERNEAE Hrketn O 23S viRo g BN AAE oz HRES] e
SASt A Fe] UM gHEse = ot FREAS AR ANISe] A& B
dz #EE AU E FEEE ATAYA AU FEAAQ AT BXA 71A

(political mechanism of accountability)2FH, Ada#el= AWy F-o] Azt tigt e

o} oA AR B
4 g 1 BRE T AEEY AW
£ A= sdehe olgmHA,
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(managerial mechanism of

2 Tl Adde s A=de HoAM e
) choll gk dedS Fof g Aol A

accountability)l 3l

Aol el M-S Fe 2IAFA &2 57l At
Tgolu Aaprb ofel A EE B SAE dxEste AFFdEE (New Public
Management)ll FHo] thi-£2 OECD I7telr & daael S Ay o] A& &

k. eleld A3t AYH Ful F2g AU Zo

managerial mechanism) % ©|%

Halr] g A4 ARl 7142 A st
XA 714 (political mechanism)
3t AtH Boyne et al, 2002). %819 A= AH 7S o Ao MolAdS g

N
o
)
A
W
~
=

7

w, te A7 A48 AR (HEARENAS, 2004b: odF, A4 2005: =
0154, 2005: B4, 2005), ol @ HIAES] AWHRY AYHE Gug 5
S5 AN BEH6lE ofe] A2 a ok of AT OECD #7F FoA
3R A Rel Joa Axehn B e 97 Best Value AEE WA
w7 ste] 2o AR A BAAES AT A ARE 9T B He A

4 ‘ ° 2 BAo] g1
e Adiel A Fekn, A9
AAAE =@}, o Yoz}, AYA Fue]
. o s

¢

e A

MU 3o R

o,

2l 71411 7 AL RS 93 dexdEs FHAIIA Kbt e et
3, AAE7HES Aae]) 7t oldg dAE B 4 S dkEd ARTE 2 5 s
< AN Al 3EAME AN AR el e os Prhts 459 Best
Value(BV) A= B3 ZteolA g3t Al 4dell e d=ellM A AlgE 1 Sle
AA A F7HA=E AT Slol BVERH A5 F e add A =53

1) 9= A998 (Audit Commission)el <8} 2002 =4 E224 433 7HComprehensive
Performance Assessment)™ Best Valued Fdgt 88 A== Ay, L9924 Hrpao|
Ao FAFEHS Hlrh CPAS ApAIE 8-S 3l 752(2005) % Audit Commission(2003)<
Fzety] v,



24 AEgAAT A208 A1lS(EA 64%)

AgL Aghs Adste AR (F) T P Agks o5& Hol e AFE(H
2] zte] #AA S B3 Ao|th(Gray and Genkins, 1985). o] ZAA F2lo] tz]<le]
A Ao AQlS 7] HaiA HAag e F X23o] 52 o] a79H. AA, F
AL tieile] dFAee] ek FEE FEg Y2 22l HA = F dofof gk =
A, FRAS Ak giutate] A oldshA] &g vl AAL F slojof gt} F =1
T o Zlo] FE2HA| golx A9 gEE oYt

Ao A gra] 98 dEAeE &8 e 7IAle AA. AA=
AlRIEo] A& T2 28 2] FAA A 93 et dgta A FoAg & o]59 37

! A 0|

o, rlr
2
o

oho AT, AAE 99 F 20E BE 324714 2atn Aeks Ao o)g Bee 2
Qs AA & 5 ATk A, rRe fAASE 250 HEE BAAE0] FAL
sheAd ol 9x 9A Raith AnEe] Uit A3Ho% U FAGAY 25
18 7135k AT FARE] Bue] GANE FRIAAT PP T AWE
o RG] HFEHINE Gk BE B fAAE] FHAG el 23 Yt AR 1
A AABL ol AAREN AN £ ARk Gl <o) ATk AGE Fuo] L)

st
HAE fA4e B2 e 458 FA4E sleiel Pusts 1 2Ael 345 v
ket A7 ARAA 2 A 02 J)SEA Rahe ol f5 Yo AN (1)
WAAY RE&o] Rom, (2) AMAAT FUAS NG "4 (radicals) S %—% }%
%

o7l Btk HAGol| gk FErtEA ] w7t Aetar, (3) APAATE HEE1He]

FEol A AdE ol fraAtEe] YA PALE Sk ool thgh AAH YA
o1 (4) AP FL A E0] AP T T BERgd ol BFH7

. B AWAE F3AH] 220 gk M o2 Q12 5HA] %% ol gt A&t

© AR A ES7E 2uE FRIEY AlasiE dZ25A] &7 LtH""’&: |, wheba]

A7} A Fo] wWimbetk o ihed 2 AA|ek7] Ael AAN NG 5717t sHastAl "ok

*ijr%ﬂ% Xd%’—ﬂ‘i AA Z1A7} 2hs o9 el Egatr] flal d7= At 2

S S4e 1] old 2= Bt el v

7 e 5/‘3% dvtd o2 ZF=th(Rogers, 1999). AR, AHele Hiol 93 &=

(management by objectives)elt}: d3ae] AA st = 229 BE Fio U3l F3x7}



TAE 2 2R 24, A= Ao 23k #e2] (management by accountability)
B3-S B3l 24 O FALEC] AU RS 245 A

Azttt AA | AFde]lE o 93k #2] (management by number)©]th: 38 4= 9)

il

T AHAEE E&ote] A5 ST FAQ FEE FAET dA, e
B33 Ao <]dt #2] (management by reward and punishment)e]th: 43k B}
I AE 7AE E&ste] Ao FAEAYES RS F KIEtE S fFEdit
olfgt SAHEE Qldl, AHdele e AU FHIIARJ] AAZ ¢t e A E =
E3he Ul B U FoET Ades (1) AR 2 g

\=]
n
HEE AlFstd Fe= AYiksto] AT oA FRA3 ezt JRER
o

asymmetry)< AG3H FA (2) BT AEE T Ao ggdds Zﬂiﬂ‘é}{— A& 7V
e THE7] wjEolth, SRR, ‘éﬂr & AAjgtia A A Re] AU o] B
2= &% oilth, Agzpde|r) v E x| ko] oh7] UHE—OWr(DETR 1999)

891 2000] 32 slolol BT, 4, AAHAAE 54 AFE F8] Aol olok e, 40

g AR AT 5 9T A4S oHAA fAZ, FNY, FFBRIA Fo] o] F ol &3

ol 57 g ohet do] v P o A 3 K E )
54 &

ABAANA ALSeleh ek, AT ofel Fhol Aol ol ol el 2R
om wgAFolth, A, AWgiel ARl Bt Fusk fAAANN LA @
SEAdA GRS APl B Ul BT A4 g, S QT o
F AR HEH AGFAREAGS ARID) EAA AGHA ot JH FHAE]
Ao e B d FEHA GO, ofFe] AFL PRE YAsHe Yatae Ane s
= 3 oule ugEn A, et 439 AadE DASS ANES Y
3o Zolgelt 434 weo| glolo} Bk, AW T Bal FFHOE By A

=

ox,
=2

= SlA AFHE Av| 2= A Fgolrt. A 29| AL nAe] dAoA H7t
s Aol7] Wi, AMujxe] A& A7) Hall aATe] AEAQ tiste B4A ot

olgfe] EolellM HEo] =] Best Value A& Al E o83 A (PR A
2, ol dARNA Fre] A, 1m0 o] F) M| E AEiAE AT EEAH R F
A= diHA Q] A9l gEIIAR AR E Foprba 9o, & OECD w71&¢ ¥l
Avpd el el @ AER ZTA]] AAER 4= AY.
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M. 32 Best Value

1. SR U HuE

o0&l

7t

HAZA A EE &3] HYH= Best Value(elst BV)9| 3414 BAe Hurpx 42tz
A% (Best Value Performance Management Framework)|tHDETR, 1998). BV=
19979 w=F o] HushA AW TS 2 BH o2 A AW T g z2 o
o] dqloltt, BVt Al&ete S3iw AW T AU 28 AEH 0= PFIAA ANA *

AFE OBl o714 8g ARl Amel Avl2g AsE o Uk dEHo Bds,

i=]
A7k (Value for Money)E 783t Hl 3tk BVE AH|29] B]&3} F&¥T olygt
Au| 2] Ao Sl ® HnS PR} gt o] BVl A|FHE 17lo] F78HE 3
) 7}x]—= 3E(Economy, Efficiency, Effectiveness)—ol 2+ d=x]o] it} 3 ZAA

= 19973 407 AWAFEE ez APHAA dAE AR T AW EHE (Local
Covernment Act)oll WA= o] 1999 FE BE R HPHHo|A AW Az o)

&
Axoz YErlde o2t addk Esla, BVE B2 SHAA g
ALZ #AHE 2 Jrh(Martin, 2000: 223). 4 BV} #EH 22 o]3)
GAAEC] BVE A4 08 A she s FWsta vt A=A 2249 A 59
3] (LGA: Local Government Association), 9=73A11A %3] (CBI: Confederation of
British Industry), =%%% 2571 A 2% Aae] A1 28591 BVl sl H 221 A|A]
£ B3 doH(Rogers, 1999: 42). w7 &2 dif-o A7 gk BV A3
E719) o dia] E2lstn ok (Martin, 2000: 223, Geddes and Martin, 2000: 381
Martin et al, 2001). 9=° BVe 9= W9 & T2 &8 th& OECD F7tA =
x|l o] thde g Ate AR AFA Q7IE Eox vh(AHEE, 20000 Boyne et
al, 2002).

BVe] ZIg-& A A A s nx
AUTH 2003-41 H7ellA 1 552 Excellent 55
23 2 T8¢ Good Tw= e 1770 AWH T 5 274%to] AA A A sh gt AT}l A
HZol (XA, 2004), BVE AW A4
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BV7} x_qo]a}i a4, BVS #a= o]sﬂ1ﬁ101§ E57F BVl diaf A0 A
Hl= AL ofvth BVE S531HA H S AR gt AT, o] 2| H ¥
}Hix} BV7} A AR o= e W R LFdE 1 ke o BlRe 24 st
= AdA BVARE AA & 74 38h= 22 ofdth. (Martin & Davis, 2001: Geddes,
2001: Maile & Hoggett, 2001).
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2. BVe CCTY| FAIEL XtOIH

o] wE5d AH7F FEe AotshiA ol FHQl o] Edste] 96t
el CCT(Compulsory Competltlve Tender: 2574 YZ) 9 sHAE v|HsHA
Ziii, Fe FFNE disl 71RA R e Hd] JAsdTH(EEE ¢, 1999:
Rogers, 1999).2) a7t CCT9 wi7HAl= BV HEgt 7|24 02 NPMO| 78 A
Azt 917] wEell (Martin, 2001), BV CCTe $<%(child of CCT)olgt £8 F=
(Geddes, 2001) & A=e B2 F5HL F4dd. FAHCZ, BVE CCT9 x4
2 FFAH 2 Al lo] AT Aoz 540l Qotuw A dES F8A 971
dom, GAlAe AH| 2 o] &t thek A F-o] A woluAl sk, TR EFA S
35 I Urtaa @tk (Martin & Davis, 2001 Martin, 2001). A%, BVe
CCTY| w<egh A%o] ofdel dApztel] EAAQ] 2fo] Hgh &g,
AR, CCT= AT A7 dFodt A8y BV A8H9E He L& AW 5o
el AgHrt. aelste] BV AAloM e e AR 57t ”44314 ti/go] Hrt,
=7, CCT AAl= A F- Au| 27} 72 ol 7k ghE o] AlF AL Azt
o, MulA AFFAZA 719S A5 (Geddes & Martin, 2000: 380). ole Rhf|,
BVE HZtFgAE AzstAY (52 9F)o] wheolgte 94 A &eth
ARIENAl F319] 71X (Best Value) & B i Au|2 FA7F F9904= 8
A Fote Aot AR dE o7 AlFsld, Ut dEo g AFeid, ofyw A
2 S e ARt dEUL S 48 A AlTetd Hael vAE
TR0 7V & Al Al AU Sl g Aot SEold WHeld m¢ko|rt
Z Fow Ave 159 A&Fod gAFE FHg

AR, CCTE D LT (uniformity) & A &ste] Azke] Aol An|2 g zte] 2to] &

o &

l-J




VYA o o W, BVAAE AR Aolsh T e QFRT ARl
Qelel Az AT

a3 Y AW YoMz AMu| 2 ol ma} opekata ol gt
2o] e E o] LA vt AHd 2 (Martin, 2000: Martin & Boaz 2001) BVA| A
of AT} g 2 HolFE= ot}

J&, CCT+ %%z—io]i ey s |

& Hes gt 1011 BVE Z44% 99
o BVel AAAEL CCTE A4l Fels) eolu)
S Fol7] A% AR FoH =

FSAZTL vl a2l n BAA A A Aol FAEA de dYdlA 4R
= Mu| 2] Ag A7 El okl =] HA @t HRdt ofd AdlE A
H| 25 A7) e FEo R AAddde te W, dad, dxvte e A ru &
AR RS Algske 4 WAE FEAE] AE aid ARl Me s gkt v
wete WA o] Heh fa9 344 A58 el 4 ¢ v F47TH(Vincent-Jones,
1999: 277). AAZ BVE 6 714 Feie] B4 A b4 Algsta dedl, olde 4
ARZ] 847t A8 Zin|EA] ek 2 744 A7 A bg (A e st wzkeh) 2t g 7
Ao 847t Wigd ?‘féﬂﬁ 7 ] 3

tAlA CCT AA = AH]
3, BVE Au| 9] v]&3} 4 ]EHE 7 } | J’Vq"ﬂ’ﬂ J’]7}§}E} BVelX Hi=E 71X U+=
A2~ v]go] AT ofyg} AH| 2 o] §AE W7 = 8ol
Au| 20 A3t g4 g4 o= Yyt opd el A o] BAloA Bt
ok webd BVeE Ad2gA oA Aol AlNFA ARl AMd~E A 3Fgth(Martin
& Boaz, 2000). ©]&{ g A3}, BVAAStA = FHA &9 $AEAE AA AU A4
571 AT An| 2] A (targets) & A48t o]9] @4 BEYHSE 2 olA
AH 22 o] §ALe} T E ol HAAES HAAA 0|59 gAS FHstL I EYT Ao
STETH

2
ﬁ

A, OCTE AR Mg A4 25S 238k}, BVE APgRe v

3) 471 MYR AY AAPRHANE 1) AYANLE AP AFSHD NGO R
99 (top-up support) & FUSHE WA, 2) G GAREW] Folstol AP F F
Aul=E usleksts 34, 3) AWgRe WAt | UashEUE 34 Fa AN §
W REWAT AR B ) AARS URRL ageont Be A U
A3t AR @ F Ause) ARE figshs B4 Sol dtk(Boyne, 1999: 7).



HREZre] e dEVY S A2 AR A3 AR, AR o shuete

FAR L] AH| 2 A T2 E A adke CCT AAdA = A7 5o Wztreate 7124

o= 2 el A len, B dEe] WA okt A ez Q14

gth(Walker & David, 1999). stA|Rt, BV AAle A5k Wiztg o] BEV4] S

Fgote] FHH o Mu| 25 AT AS dxd 1 - # FEUY L LS Bl

d F e olHo] e TN 54 A0l £ Jere FES ] A= A (cross-
It

cutting issues) = &l
T IGEULY g4 =
H| 28 Algstes o &

&tk (Martin, 2000: 212) .

ol A|A g AAH, BVe g4 Hxe AT A&
=l Hael MulAE ARISONA %

= ol
A4 s BEE AT AP .4 ?—x% 4 22818 s 919l BYel B W

¢

g %*3'3}7] S X]H”‘“T'—ﬂ 0“?‘ J 7= A7) = Hel 01

ANEAE TYHHU DETR(Department of the Environment,

Transport, and the Regions)o] 7H#et H3A#A|E (Best Value Performance
Indicators: BVPI)E &3l EYEH

BVPI= X]HWHJ 719 & (corporate health)< *—1"“3'3}1_ 18709 A8} A{H| 29

R = = 104709 A2 459 vk, BVPIE AW 7} Algshe dde] AH]

29 f?} %ﬂﬂ = wrdah] 98l astd Aotk A F-7F BVPT A el wheh A 2}

b =
s, ALFNEE AN &3 AR Y2E o

2 ax kA B Az} vl wE
T AaL, aE AR AHTE Ade| vlE) ddEI dEAE & T AU olH e A
FFA Tt e A Rl disiAe 9783 e ASste gEel |

4) 891 25%°l Fdhz AR deiME dasitn fdd e FAHAQ1 H1A7E Aol
o8] AA9rH(Audit Commission, 1999: 22).



AR RE BVPIY] Aoz Al AW g wte} 49s Bad & 9u w2
=78k3, DETRe] AIA§ BVPIZ} A

T
AL A ERT AP R S FPUFe] B, T o] FAR
\=]
u

o 39 25%° @l dste AWA = 873te F%°] DETRO]
7§gk BVPIOl dieiAst 2-8-57] gj&o]th(Boyne, 2000: 7-8).

T A7 mEslof & H Ao I HERAE A she Ul AR get
ol& At JFAHE AHH R A7) g8l 59 TIghE T AW e
A28} 715E dAe R AEdE AAF7Hreviews) E T3 A AWAFol| 273
o ARt Fste AAE 7= 4709 ©dA—Challenge, Comparison, Consult,
Competition—=2 T4 H T}

Challenge @AllA = AWAF71 Faste= Au|2u 7] 5o ek 22220 AHET} o
Folzltt, 1 715e] A& 32 2art deAdd dig ZEAQ Ad5S 9AY, A% 53
Hojof gt ou FEo] FFEo R FYH ool sh=AlE HESTH 1 o] AW FlA
Fad doaAo] gt At

9 7153 AHl e s UGS EE fEE
Comparison @A E AT 78IS FAkeh AH| =5 ﬂ%‘é}—t—
AF2re] J57d et vlmgtth, v wiito] B AH| 2 Al FAtdd = thE AW
of 718} 33718, 719, AR 27 Fo] 3HEH

Consult @AM = @A AFHe Au2dd dg i3 AR 5R7E 78 =
WA (targets) & A o2 AAstolol d Ao digh oA A
AL, 7193 A T oSt ol RAREREY gt

Competition @AM = AMu| 29| T8 S AL B2 dA AT
Mu) 9] AL Horekeh 48 HAHtest of competitiveness)e] W23 #d st
CCT& BVt #2 5= afol=, ofn] &g AA 7, CCTAX = ZAAYZe] A4 AAL
o] F9 Folglovt BVAAE theFet Fejo] AAY AP FollA AN RIE A

=

it

= A< o&sta sloh. =4, BVe A7 Aol o] FolAe d Bag Ads 242 A
< AR 2790, RS Aol F4HA e dEA AL Ferlst] vz,

BVel Halst A8 APEL AL TSRS A48 Bedle] Bk FaAt 28l
= & 97@THDETR, 1999). A4, BVE 247274 (fair
o AN QA AelE Nk P

competition) & 723}, o 7]A %"7378‘
A A8l BV HgAES AAYE B oA A

A& 9t Boyne, 1999: 7).
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AAF 7V BE A28 75 dal] bded 2A AAlEnh AAE7te] 2 oa] A
e ARl2E dgshe M2 WS BAsta, A2 AlFe] AEAQ1 3de] o]olA]
T2 RE MHAZ giier u7we AHAHEEA (targets) S A ITHDETR,
1999). AA|F 7 e whet 2h Ay 2ol thal] AW 254 (targets) 7} AR WO o] @
2 dAAE (action plans)e] FHEM, AW FIA=EX 9 1 APA gL thE FH(H
e A IAEE2] 2 O 2A4E, & AT AR E F) o F vid it =
A8 (performance plans)ol X3E o] FIEET}

AoAge]l FESH ol it FAMaudit)t AAH(inspection)7F ZAMA (Audit
Commission) 59 F35A T #37}7H(external auditors)ell <&l A€t} 7+
AHE ABAG o]l A S FFAASAE T2 AR HACRE FAE AR (A
% )= AT A gl BasA]
%587 (joint protocol) el whe} AW
5 A (the Secretary of State)ol A& 4 k.
T3l AT AR Au 2~ eI AR g AH| 2 g
olgbz F JNe FHE dRvIEel we AR dF4HE 5@Al--Excellent,
Good, Moderate, Weak, Poor—= TH3}etal o] & /gt £ A7t v ﬂ el

Fo i e AFAS T8 AedS st AAE AelTe el B
3, W GEE e A Rl disiA e 7R A1E (improvement plans) & 75}/‘35& A&
a7, Aol wepsd AR A EIAE O 71| #eld 2rle A e S
S AN A E Frrer = gt

1» z
oX

_l

4. BVY SR(52 )

P o ¥
(partnership)e Fx& A &sta dvke= dOM BVJ ??ﬂrﬂ Oﬂ*i THEYFE OGS
9%

JABAAEZIE BYel e BUAG ALE doluel L wesa. |8 A 39

B 30 ol BAA AWPY, YA, mx, ALE Jqo) JEES Zrhstel BV B
AWt a1 ABAIE AT AP U FlAT AL AA ] FAE AEHES 3
© WAz 284 H2e FtH(Martin, 2000: 214). BV S A4 A%

HEEA (targets) = @73 (H) ok e FxA 9 HE (T84 #dd 519



BRI (LCGA) = BAA R 52 oA By ’\]@X]X]A Ao I 0w FHolst
AT HEgk A% qlTL( A ﬂ W Fo] Au)z)o] tis] WHFH-(the Secretary of State)”}
A5 4 3HE FF5 874 (joint protocol) Q] 7ol = Fhods)

(DETR 1999; Geddes & Martin, 2000: 381). BVY =S AA|sh= ALAH
Eo| AgoA FHY e A-E 7 AUNE AE viR o] H g Felo] X E A Fst=
T v 7|t vt At $E T A mad, BVF FYo R E 7
AL} ot AR olg|AAAEC] ARA o7 sl THE Ao Al k=

1= A5 gae BVﬂA—E%? D} ?;04 - olBIE QlAstel], S of
] 7

ol
ox
qT o
o
o

>

E)

O,

| =
competition) ] 7 T3t AP H L5421 AAE A= v
o I e ffe T St
JEY4e] e
”ﬂr BVE Hl - J&J}E‘#"ES’J YL E314]7]

ofy
o2
|
N
ok
o
R0
o
=
= 2
HE
=]
T,
(o]
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ok
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=k competltlve/adversarlal contractlng)
A 5'101‘% ‘ﬂ' Bo] 3 AlEE vRe® A7 4 dal Urte #AH AR
(relational contracting) &2 Yold A& ARSI Ut Bovaird & Halachmi,
2001: Walker & David, 1999). 4% % (joined-up government), °|=A] 1=
AMH] 2 (seamless service) 59 £ol& FEUH I L Tl wANEA S Axote =589
J 7] w5s 2 HoFe Aont
=, TETT dF4 0] Y& AR AAshe Al AR G AR F AT
7o 3 (capacity building) e #184 ASHo® =sta v}, o]2fg 2
A T ANHFEYI(LGA)7F WAd7h = (Improvement and Development
o

Agency: IDeA)S AY3le S SHAA AL3At. /AN d=e 8 dF= AWd



71 =& Ao MUlAE A st A 9E B4 02 FA st U Ha3 Ves I53ke
A E97e H vt A REe] & AR A &) AEste SRR
(peer review) & 3l AWHF HFZHE S LA 7S ERete AW FA 224
E(Local Government Improvement Project) 9A] AW F-9o] AFFIF LS Al st
gle WetoA it Aotk w72 g AH|AE AlFdittn g A

Hoh g2 2AgdY §54 S FoldE Beacon Council (A ) A= H3 ZHA}
#o] giths o ke AR s8s widstel= AAE @i vk Beacon Council
=2 Ay 7‘]‘3}73‘:“‘ Aol Ade e ARt It 3

Yo}z, DETRS sl A F-g-5t= AWHHE A dsl7] flal A4 19 T3
AE A ‘ﬂxé—‘?f?rﬂi}lﬂ‘ Local Government Modernization Group)< %2 W42 7]

T(in-house team)® Ag3dt] st o}

AR, BV A5, BEH SAE Bl U4 A S A Foll #EAT= st
A HEE B VL ke 2E CCTY 432 &3l ALt Aaola ASA Q] A
oS AW Fe vhdg A gio] Wold Wk o gt Ao Ho A9l ofA] EEF o
2 FHAQ 237 vt Adeiih ol2lgt Q1stel], FLE = BV Aot o
APE ot A AA AUA F2 tal AR THE A FAsn. %
FAHES AR B2 MY RE3XE ALY FAA a7stR3AT, Foixl BRI & b
A AR i Sk A d wep H S R U e 8482 dE
SFATH AFA 02 AW F-= A1) A AP o] Fetshe AH| 2 RS TEete A
o] ZbsatAl HIUx, AAR AMAA DAA Adufe] S3E AMu|zAlT BEIE
(home-grown models of service delivery)°o] ThFst Fe= /LAt o] gk HellA

ool A

e ©

CCTollA BVEY Age Au|2~ AH 9 L& YT AFEoR ©]F
J5-0] A Aol ARl AUAE EEA7| 2L, AH| 2~ °

o] Aol #kEA Heldele 2ds A= AZIZE HAJH(Martin, 20000 215).

frl
" of
o
>,
N
A%
L)

b

5. BVO|| Cist HIZ(8HA)

BVl the ¥l% ma cheka AelM A 25D ek

A, BVPIZF 22 W LA R3] die, Z3517] o
B¢ Aulze] e 2AIE T glov], Aukg oz 9ek el o)s) B AHstakeholders)
So A94 guel WAk HE Fde gug AT Rekm ok wwg wen



34 APAAT #2048 A1EZ(EE 643)

(Boyne, 2002). &g o] fr& AWA T T4 ofaf B xS thaf nf 5
HlEAQl S FsHAR, EAle AT B3 Bo U2tk ARSS FohlA kT

=4, BVE Fdste ol L85+ 3}
Fekike] o]do] H| LS 2HstnE S Aoy Hlof| o] A3t (Boyne, 2000).
NMZE BV AAt(new BV Inspectorate) S 743k o &85 += 27845 st et
SAT glesof ol21 e Ao® FAEL Jdvh(Martin & Howard, 2001). BV &
A vgo] AFdES AASHE (1) 95 A 2 AAMaudit and inspection) #7849
285 = v, (2) 4C(challenge, compare, consult, competition) 2 &%&°] 895 &
W A3 7 Hreview) ol 285 = v, (3) A8 (performance plans)< TH]5t

et frEA7E U 28 e HE, (4) A3AE (action plan)< etsta, Hasta,

=

¢

|

R

(implementation failure)ell o3t &
o By s AGE Btk 2 4
AR F-o] 2AE 7t o A =sta BEFs AAE ok dthe e 9 BV At
o] INACRE Fsta ot

=8, TAZEES AFE ods] A e o sl Bt (tailor-
H

r
N
N
R
=5
=]
Q
=
(@}
=]
=
=
=
o
O
t+
(@)
=
«
KO
e 4
Py
o
i
1w rlo
24

2 ]
N
oL
X
=5
S
o
&,
5
=
(@]
O
+
o
]
P
i
=
o
T,
ol
ol
e R
)

i)
=

=
T AUAE FY4ste] X Eeth AR A0A FAUE AL Y25
4% (Beacon Council) == AolH, o

=
L =
o e Whe W AHe B olFE Holth AnAoz Awgre A

ofl,
N
N
il
e
o
9,
o
b
R
o
N
fru
B
of
o,
>,
g
D

X,

ofl i
(X 2 o oy
o2 rr T rlo

S o
e
ox

sto] gFstE I Eve Aah Ao os gdst Huf, AP Re Fdo] A |



A8 Fste T4 M3l (agent of change) &2 AgslA ©c}, 28] AR
Ao g ek X AFRI A T T} 0] o] 8H AAET AAldo 2 by
Z]— % '4 'T'xi /é pil

WAke] X2 HEgsiA
At Folth(Martin & DaV1d, 2001:

:

o
°-|~

Hl
o
L)
tlo
%o rlo
=

fr

(local democracy)

474).

oA A Al E D e AR HA FIAEQ] i, AR AA

7t AR AP S FHRate r8e deledor AT IFAA I BV

T tsd 22 AT ag e A

(1) AXGHA BrHAEe] ¢

GHH-ANA T Zhell A ol oAl A S Bl FHEAL
X

of 7% B A

Fas|ofo} At 9
T HANEE AL edRg e BE BVS Bl
22 T ol BAAL Flstel AL ANT F 9

BAAES Sesh ol el Belo HEL] BEE BRSSPI 7
AR BAA R B AH3HE Folaks ol Flol @, WA=} AeAew 4 es

Aelire A 7iate] 2pEA Q] R ego] T ottt Farte] oo W & = glo

Q

— =

She a8 Q¥hdel ohlet, S A Beg g Asstel AL o YR =)
Bl @ w) AYARE ASA GRAA] ool & ek, BB AT AEE B
4402 589 7bsdol woml, PARA P Holn 199 Hale] 34E A
7] oyt

o

TN A=l o] AR =S 7] M HAHIIAE EFE olsf @Al
g affE 2, BUEE BsHl wokecle 291719 €40l Zasin.
7 1 E8ke] A2 o H"**}X}—ﬂr/l grel=Hg glol
Wb Sl e Ao m JPd 5 4] e BVZF 2AE wE AL
14101] AT A ol T b= BV dtAbEe] TS Foprb A BV

27 talf 3a3taL ol & FEetes ASshe 1 S AV Thesksite RS



Hl=e 2457 st

AAAY, A GA B =] g B A A FAET FIRAR] SRt 219
Q Bl BA7F fle BEdM St R AR A FTHI =S

7 S (AEEAAEA L], 2004b). H ol

o)
(¢} P
A, AEE o R FIE T (FFFel 28 A FAAAF)7F 2001

RE AAs e FEH/Y B S A ste] BTG AR AFAGAN olAPALA
Q) AEFRA AR FPI A5 HFE AN o, o3 AW I
g BAE Saeke B BMIES AN Ao £8eA gn AN Bt 3
chzels, o134, 2005). thet 20056 AR AFAFHAB L) B, A DA 23
B AgEARAES $84 el 84S A8 ARIABY ANRALS FRHE
Y RE AP R 5 AN DA AL FReHRL, DEYo] FASHE AT A
AR AR HAREHE ARG 59 w8 S 5o (2A4, 2005) FET A
o %S xS BV Aol 9% $48) Pgakn ot

(2) B7Bbgel AHl s o §2ht AlEle] il BAT F Y AL A=A
The) Sele] B¢ AXTA theF TP el B FERIRE APPREAG A A
Ml 2z0] §} AuAlRle] By gelsk AL wAlEe] Qe AXREAS] AA 7t

Al %

A= dwAEle] Folg sgeht e FAHA Fzo wEY drhEA%, olFd,
2005).

Pl Ex e AR ARFAA SHe ol i AulsE FFA} ol A
she Aule] QgelA BrbElolof s7] mEelth. Alule] SAFYS TAF Bkt Huw
2 obfel Fashl ol TolAtiekE Aue] e AAYL Hushs FA7t B F gk
g olr}, Brlmgel ARSe] FHe el 4AHE fushe Aol Yk ATl

]

K

WA AE weete ) B¢ 20 92 vRE ARue A9S 21 e Be
Skl B84 ew A A Ao Leade $54 4 AuEs s
olgARNE ] BUAT AAZ o

=
=

M,
£

6) FAE ANGe N3} ARY $Ee o fE Hol o|Sel FolAete HAAH Wi
AASE W, olE BFEAY Anst v gt ANEY ARY PES nesEA AN
Hole] A% AR 4 o Bd Aol Aeol 98T FEE Bask Atk



Halachmi, 2001; Martin & David, 2001; Maile & Hoggett, 2001). A|F1EZ A4
37t el FEA HAEY A5 ANFFAE A 2N F st At
of WAA dAE BHACRE A%sts el 2 5 A7) wEel

IJ% 93 WMELﬂ—E—JM Fejo] Yok BrHA9l o s @rhAlelz} ohn

o= &AL 7] “H*Oﬂ ""‘—Xl ?‘é%j——* U7 EU4 e & T TEHTel 2
23 Aot}

(3) AA DAl e FFEF-2] F7he 2 e SHEF AR Al A taiM et 43
g Ao] ozt AAGA T Fske G Antell taf dAlEojof I a3A] ¢
735 Bk dol ord Wé‘j Al AE AR A ] 2 e BAS 2] o] Aot
TRt WA= #7H‘3}5’_ IR By AAe] 7T A A5 AR
= H7hdel 5l J .
ZHlMAE Bk %‘*%“B?‘é%'—ﬂ‘ﬂ |2 FHYAAFTIL 24 FEFA A A
4, TEE NEAA S el & & d
H7PAZE A E 2, AAGAE sk ST dAnte 2ESA] Rob, AlA ARt
e A<, et ARt =E&sh] ofgwr, wid gy Ao WAoz Qe
olEe A, F FRAIH7S)E T A5H dFNde 23 £ 7Idsh] o dHo

ALEAAEY L], 2004b). BVPI(Best Value Performance Indicators)”F 20074

0.

b el e LA g 750 AR A 9ol U Fet
L gl AVIER 9eE FRE Best ek
P7Ag AT L AAE AGAA FHT P A4 Ael=s opls, B

Qo] 3o e AAGA 4P 2RE WS A 5 ook wheb] Bk Te
mg YA FG-AUTe] Gelsk Folsk AAFelok sl Bl WA sE 2
A9 FRs AAsel mYHE Aol v ste, 20058 =8 A @Pr AR A
AeA S B BB Bl BANIAAE G gl FAsE Aol v s BhE
A, ol $GARE Febok AL A5 BG5S 7} s TE AN,

(4) FHETE AW FANAL Ao A WAE @ FEucke Weok . %7}
A9 Ha1s) BA2A FEIA e GAAE AR 298 B 4 9
Age] gl Aot WAl BoAATE AgElolo} Atk H A% BAAAIE AUSA
AR AR W7} Ve FEE S0 AXEAL QR AN A AHAD GO
2 A800 shok Ak, Brhguel IAS A e g WHEE AN WA F9YE

rr



38 AP AAT 4208 A1E(EE 643)

THshe FA2A 7]5817] oJH). B2 o] A% B3 HrRA| ke Aoy &3 Bt
FH 5% 5 AlgE e HrgEe 38 S gRelE Ao] A F ook i) o
sk AAH o

2)
%ﬂﬂb —117}7‘3&7} FAlgol kg A9 HrPdRe EEE U
zH o] 3}
— =

o
=
s
=
30
o
d
sy
o0
N
D)
fr
_>‘i
It
i
_>‘i
x
o
N
N
o
ox T
—{o
2
il
o2,
o,
=
e
o
i
=
3

%, 2005: 185).7

(5) gF71%0l Zstsojof gttt Hr7b A3 A1 YA} ot 2| &4
2 Ao o]ofA)7] el e SR7IEY A3t Z J‘lo}‘ﬂr gdR7ls= 7(1':54"3]'7] el 3
VAL 4] e AXGA = NAGS AASH sta, o] HejdqRE
s, B7HEHE AAY JAAE B 52 0474]"]713 wgo] gFdT}

8] RS 7 & A= WP SRE o s o R AAEA] e | it
FeH7te] A BbAE HaAE ZAdste] BAFAH 2 AT BEE st glou Al
N o B2 AL 082 ZRlekA] i lom (AT 93], 2004b: ©l&F &
2=, 2005), AXTEA ] AAH AN E Frrd o] A 7F AR A Z kel A A
WS A2 Ao wawHw Qrh(EAS, 0|28, 2005: 181). o A3 A8 219 7}
735 e ARG 7k vlE] SR7eE i RAAA, P i E A e
A AZA g W=, 2 Aol 46]1 P A JAAYET}L AT, F33Fdell o
st T SwY SAE AFetn dT(E94], 2005).

(6) AXHAE Hristar 2 Ao we} JAAHEES AFsta AAshe 2] ==

1 AR A Y] GFFY LG FE v Sst= =2 (capacity building)©] oF&8 3
wojof ghth. 227 gaw S on|e] AH| 2 T o] o] Foix] 7] ET. FE o 4qu

e A A o] vttt a ofthx| = ZiRto] FAR} ottt 6030l 2 F §
= Wl e 454 o] Fasitt. np A 2 A GA 7L Al Fete A H]~

=AM s Bt mE A 2 QJAEE Al tEo] 159 AU A

5 g BolFE g4 doln AAHY wo] Basich $elo AN BHEE A2

OK

i

N

7) EAE ARt A9
Fhske RAe Feleta F
79| Aok s ¥
7 girba et

k_,



(7) 1ol AAE AF-—BEA e 7R E] AL L A4 Qe Bk, AR A )
ok el 73t HrlEsle] AR AWleA fE HHEREN E-5L 21Ao
AAR o7 Faatr] YJairE Hrt B = )
209E w43} 2R Q4 o A HaslA Az Frrt
el A5 7\}7‘]‘;}%4]6“]«147]& ALt ¥ i
=

i
s
—d
i
2
ot
ol
rr
0%
e
BN
N
s
e
ko
ol
)

(8) @A FelHo] LdH e FeH7e AAHte § FdH ok 5k, F3E Bt
AMAe 2Rz AXAAGAG 7} AAZ AES = oor att) 8) = s} A4 H 7}

7F 82 A5 FeHrhe AAE I 9197 Hmeta evaluation)$] H&E @98
v, $ERsbe Almwt opet AR R Fristel RE AXTAE ddoz Aae] |
o9 ZAA Gt gt 9 H I} o] FolA A & A AAH e FAHow £99 v}

sAo] Erh Hrtel gk AR GA Y] Bilo] Y A9 vS aelsitt. skAINE, AAE
of gk GAB7HE A3t B, delA EA7F HaL e AA" AR EA ] A7)0l
ope) g 3 o0 7} okstE -2 7h dvk, AAE 7k thgk A E kel 3zl ApA
S AET A5, Yol B AEef AHH AlF e Sl Ade A A<
A9l eh oo Fadote AXTEA S A2 Algolut AR o] kst 1 A A
2 A FEF (local democracy) €t A3/ (local accountability)e] a2
7] wjEoltt,

Ao A" st Ao r Qg ARlFFo ok A el/d %“3HEJJrE 4’\5}
ot Wk shute, 9= e veke] BV Aol AAL
zso]l NPAIA A QAo HEshH, A A A&, Ao il
informed, elected and accountable people)E°l 98l H7IWY A5, H771E, HEA
A% Toll #e A o] o] FAREE sh= Zolth, o|FA HW, 3T s) sidE A

0, [0 Ho é

<
T

8) AAGA NG AA L] FrpgAl diel] dustd, FAAAGEA ] g Brhs AR
A4 J?ﬂr%}%]-b} 7| ZAX A o3t Jﬂ7}§ aﬁ% FARHGA 7} 1Ao7 Sk & 7|z}
GA o] ek FARAGA e HILS FUFEA A PRI A HUVekhe FFRE 2k ).

9) o] BF TN HYFEs Eo457 1 o8], AAHAAA S BAEAHH ) 22 xS
BrAY R BAAN DA} e, oo tla AHAE FAARIL A GAS H

2 o2 B3l Ao un|sle] oyt Hr =z

o B7HAE HAg7 AR d94
| )



AR EEs ARt et AYel nf A S BYshe APAEL AR 5
S, dv oz gaaele WAHd A Faske avts ¢

Aadele A4de] €8HW gt wrlse AT  dok (1) AR d5FAE
S} Aol Al Al g A2~ Al ASH R AR 0 2R A 5o AR A9 &
gHsta, (2) ARES AR 5374 9 Ao FAXNF 2R ARFAA A
W 2 (citizen—centered governance)&

T = len, (3) ARNESAA AL H<]
AEATE AU 4 9= FRE &Aoo ATIFoR TR ANES 7jS1, A
Rlo] 4@ 5 FEAA Fa, FFHeR ANAEE 2487 dd 7198, (4) A
W 5] g el tigt AAAQ FEE AEAA AFst] FARIAE A F2 o
T2 BANP RN AAAS PAAAR HAgsta AA defF 713401 AW E IS B

g £ 9A @t o voprl Agdele g4 =L (5) AHIEH =X
& AAsE A dEE *633” Ul Q‘?‘r ?ﬁXH Tﬂ‘/‘r?/‘rﬂ

o2
rok
o,
)
e
ACh
o
o
jebod
ﬂllﬂ
=
M
D)
i)
‘1~
L
ot
X
5
o
2
D)
52
e}
o
rx
oX,
_Y:l‘
- o

A
ol ol 2057 thbgsk AR4L 20 AT 4 2o e NPel A9
s} 3l e el fAAY B Q715 e stk Anels 1ol
= sha, A5A9 Y FRAAY HAZ ¥



[ 153)

A, (2005). AW F-o Aatde]: F=of e FAe BRldA. 2005 d=d74 et
3] FATENS] TE=E

Agnl. (2005). AFEANG 7M. FHAR T P H-HAH 7}
. (2006). FHARFo HAAFAk A ek g FEE 7Id =,

A, (2000). F= AT A 2FEdA o] AYgwd: R EAYYEA oA Best
Value ZACc 2. =3 Ags]H, 9(2): 189-210

23T 9. (1999). AR AATAA L =AWt A, AE S d T

w92, (2005). AT GLlH 7k g AT ALBF AT, 19(4): 33-58.

uks]g - vl (2004). AAE 7RG o] B v m AT APFAAGA S FA LR, 20049 %
FTHEAPP NS Jedi=k

AL - ks - o)A gk (2004). AR F-o] A gk PartCom System®] &%, A
HEAAENL3] AEFEA.

FA9. (2001). FAFARA ALFE NS vwH Az Td=PA IR, 35(4):
201-215.

. (2003). "FFALHAE,. AE HGAR

olg]d - /g, (2005). B7IE Y] BA AN HrHEAF E8o et AT TAEFH AT,
16(1): 131-149.

A9, (2003). AAe] e FoF AT &I A TP =F,, 41(3): 79-104

95 - o). (2005). AR B B Aatae] Aol #g A,

A AR D3], (2004a). "TAHEA 5/ FHAGALY, . Ae FRFAATEA L3

. (2004b). "ALAAGA B = R, Ae BEHAAEEE L3S

3. (2001). APEAAGA HrtRg el BAF AL FEE T FARA DA 7| HG A
=5 AR, 2001d =g et sHAstetHE YE=E.

SR AT (2004). "Best Value in UK,. M&: =2 4g4gA T

Audit Commission. (2002). Delivering Comprehensive Performance Assessment:
consultation draft. UK: Audit Commission.

Barlett, D. et al. (1999). Preparing for Best Value. Local Government Studies,

Bovaird, T. and Halachni, A.

25(2): 102-118.
(2001).

Best Value. Policy & Politics, 29(4):

Learning from International Approaches to
451-463.



42 AP AAT A208 A1Z(EH 643)

Boyne, G. A. (1999). Introduction: Processes, Performance and Best Value In
Local Government. Local Government Studies, 25(2): 1-15.

Boyne, G. A. (2000). External Regulation and Best Value in Local Government.
Public Money & Management, 20(3): 7-12.

Boyne, G. A., et al. (1999). Best Value in Welsh Local Government: Progress and
Prospect. Local Government Studies, 25(2): 68-86.

Boyne, G., Gould-Williams, J., Law, J. and Walker, R. (2002). Plans,
Performance Information and Accountability: The Case of Best Value.
Public Administration, 80(4): 691-710.

DETR. (1998). Modern Local Government: In Touch with the People, Cmnd 4014,
London: Stationary Office.

DETR. (1999). Implementing Best Value: A Consultation Paper on Draft
Guidance, London: DETR.

Geddes, M. (2001). What about the Workers? Best Value, Employment and Work
in Local Public Services. Policy & Politics, 29(4): 497-508.

Geddes, M. and Martin, S. (2000). The Policy and Politics of Best Value:
Currents, Crosscurrents and Undercurrents in the New Regime. Policy &
Politics, 28(3): 379-395.

Gray, A. and W. Jenkins. (1985). Accountable Management in British Central
Government, Financial Management and Accountability, 73(1): 287-301.

James, B. D. and Field, J. J. (1999). A Whole Authority Approach to Testing and
Developing Best Value. Local Government Studies, 25(2): 119-138.

Lane, J.-E. (1997). Public Sector Reform in Nordic Countries. in J.-E. Lane (ed.)
Public Sector Reform: Rationale, Trends, and Problems, London: Sage.

Lewis, M. and Hartley, J. (2001). Evolving Forms of Quality Management in Local
Government: Lessons from the Best Value Pilot Programme. Policy &
Politics, 29(4): 477-496.

Maile, S. and Hoggett, P. (2001). Best Value and Politics of Pragmatism. Policy
& Politics, 29(4): 509-519.

Martin, S. (1999). Picking Winners or Piloting Best Value? An Analysis of English
Best Value Bids. Local Government Studies, 25(2): 53-617.

Martin, S. (2000). Implementing Best Value: Local Public Services in Transition.
Public Administration, 8(1): 209-227.



Martin, S. (2001). Introduction: Re-evaluating Public Service Improvement: The
Early Impacts of the Best Value Regime. Policy & Politics, 29(4):
447-450.

Martin, S. (2002). Best Value: New Public Management or New Direction? In
McLaughlin, K., Osborne, S. and Ferlie, E. (eds.), The New Public
Management: Current Trends and Future Prospects, London: Routledge.

Martin, S. and A. Boaz. (2000). Public Participation and Citizen-Centered Local
Government: Lessons from the Best Value and Better Government for
Older People Pilot Programmes. Public Money & Management, 20(2):
47-53.

Martin, S. and Davis, H. (2001). What Works and for Whom? The Competing
Rationalities of Best Value'. Policy & Politics, 29(4): 465-475.

Martin, S. J., Davis, H., and Bovaird, T., Downe, J., Geddes, M. N., Hartley, J.
F., Lewis, M., Sanderson, I. and Sapwell, P. (2001). Improving Local
Public Services: Final Evaluation of the Best Value Pilot Programme,
London: Stationary Office.

Midwinter, A. and N. McGarvey. (1999). Developing Best Value in Scotland:
Concepts and Contradictions. Local Government Studies, 25(2): 87-101.

ODPM. (1998). Modern Local Government: In Touch with the People-A White
Paper, UK: ODPM.

Rees, P. and Gardner, H. (2003). Best Value, Partnerships and Relationship
Marketing in Local Government. International Journal of Nonprofit and
Voluntary Sector Marketing, 8(2): 143-152.

Rogers, S. (1999). Performance Management in Local Government: The Route to
Best Value, London: Financial Times Pitman Publishing.

Vincent-Jones, P. (1999). Competition and Contracting in the Transition from
CCT to Best Value: Toward A More Reflexive Regulation? Public
Administration, 77(2): 273-291.

Walker, B. and H. Davis. (1999). Perspectives on Contractual Relationships and
the Move to Best Value in Local Authorities. Local Government Studies,
25(2): 16-317.

Wilson, J. (1999). From CCT to Best Value: Some Evidence and Observations.
Local Government Studies, 25(2): 38-52.



