ISR FEPE S WSS 1] S
9 BEE Hk

I & B M PIES KifT
1. HEEM IV, A#4EH mEo #EHZE
2. WgesEet ik L ASEENE mkd MBS
I AttdgEmo] #Hant RlEER vl A& B
O 1. AScEEES BE 2. EHEE EiRS ek
: 2. AfcmEe] HERE 3K dax2A ) 2Es
(T L AstdEae M AEel 4. BhHIR
: W4T 5. BERERNY [k
1. AdkdgEe PlE sk T 6.

ST o
2. SElvztel geld AdgE V. & B

...............................................................................................................

1. REEM

olws|ebel BRFMLES) HEEdS MibkAZ 4 vk e AL BUiRe TEEEE,
ARELS F WHEsHge s o TR, WREL HBER 2T #8% Moo 3
o] o] ghoh, oleh o] BUMALRLS diEEtol she MIEEAL —RBIRCIV THE 2 1TE
S kFE Hogol delged e £ty $elvetel e bR x A3k EH
& B Rl WEsl o) AR Ratm g Hioldh Zelv 80FRe] FelAd A&
Fbo] PIES) [l kol g PAMES ®ifitol el Raksly) afEshA Al BRS EB R A
o T E el #ESL EobA st )

28]} AJEEY EEe BEERMY 2AFE 98 Aok e Advs e ¥
nb olu gk Wl o wAESE HigS Ham gyl W el AdtEEdd Ad HeERS 2 W
czo] oAl RMEEEHFTel Aol Aol M AT HaERS MEZGE ¥ B ofF
23 4T MY G2 A
TrAe kB FECKRE FIBUS.
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A e AdcdEtel A HLAER WERH, MEs 8 ik & #Esh,
TOSEAC F-ilvheh Borgel dmtk fLS A3 wmHE e WE M aed 2 #RRe 4
el glek.
2. WiEmES Kk

A OBRoES s mER sHEdel A FE2 AP dES e R ks WERNE E
B HERitE WES AA Z 81T (implementation) 3H fike Y E Sk S& BN
E BRI o2, FElvEkel lelAl AFcAEME BEE Sstd 25 BiTd e oA
BHE At zA Fo 2o #gEHAE nsted RS FoA g ofE 93t
A AL B o BN 2] ek BUSTITHE S LK - s, B
srifpel KpiEEel e mike OFHTehaAl gt

IL A¥eE@e] #isot HERy

. A% EEMO MR

Eéﬁ(woductlwty)”o} SE we oeshA ol ooldol g} EHIEE Heketel feh o
Te BAs EHOW, B EE O AH SRR Bl WE, GEe) m, (FE
Bk 3, EBWHE Teod FE 29w SR NES 46 A 43 e
24 ifIE o] & Aolth o] We mak Akzeaue Er AEmd Ao B £ JEH
ERE &2 e BB ERGH)E Seh w2k S04 B e AN Ehed o
AL $#1@s Lo ohe AL Etholet B HEAHER ot Folal Mkiolt JRiGel whek
B oz molok & Ao},

kol b wol lob ol ofelskA WS HIEE el KRB 2de AR A
AolA g, iEEbe] WS ol Wak S Edle FEEE 9§ SEREd KK
WES Mok dhob QB olshe]l z A Ful R#ye s el S Hho
728 ALEo]l Yob A hEpkol 2 A Mol W ol @] BRY  BE
o] o]Fojzrlz Qe Aoz Bolth

Mol b e B (efficiency)o] 2 MBS Wlze] MEE Ol ek dA Dol Adt
EEHS ARZ2 ool AR EEHS oS EHHE dEes] $lold NLEY
TR BB A9 e faolshd 4 duv. H—3 BEHE Ados] see o AL g
e BATIAY, == F—3 BAHE AT 0 Be B AR @ A4

(1) Harry P. Hatry, “The Status of Productivity Measurement in Public Sector,” Public
Admir istration Review, Vol. 38, No.1 (January/February 1978), pp.28~33; Douglas M.
Fox, M anaging the Publics Interest: A Result Oriented Approack (New York: Holt, -Rinehart
and V inston, 1979), pp.202~203; FEHE, “A4HTEGRY £EM flEel 23 e, BF
THE R FIGROEETEES, 1981), pp. 141~156.

w (Q

'r‘
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ERES Folilhn & & A& Aoldh olefgh kel Ao ASEEMSS KHEMA BEBM
oL EBEsE W bbb shlch At S AL w3 MRtk EEAE B
129 BEislel Sich o714 Mol 2o AkEmel Rikd BEE dehilEe Aoz
Bugzt EREE A Rt dv Rk B, F HEND A9z g3 'HE vEe
3 AR A
EEIE] AL &Y 4919 WS 2] Ael M B WES FBRE (work meaur-
ement) °| 2= SRS MY ARE WA HET LHES Ao EBAES (FEERS RS
3 ol E & Bl glolAl BREE ¥EHE A Sirezd EHAC. o EH
< R E EHY F EH BRES olHT ELHES JHH 2 At AR BEAY
o] BitrEA Egdoe HelA 2 HES ERE BRI & A AREES AT
WiEE A2 Solunl fiffd 3 Hae &4, 24719 ke Aol A7, HAIA
o g 2 AWy Tol FEH = RS (R WELSITS il Aok 2y LEKS
Pre Bk REE 229 B, Yo BIRY R R, 2oz S8 g &
AS BHEA el GE fE RS ERT T EEe FA S BEAES SRk
RE-S 25 BA EHILE HEshed Mlte] e Heoloh el £EHY JisEd 3l
A EH el 3 WES AWM el A EREY A8 RKEHRGEIY Au=E B
g Roldl sl A RS JEd el B WES &K EHYE £Esly] 98
o o] [lEY BEERES AAA 2 PRES 2E AV 2E dFA Hded 2 285 9
o oli} ol AEEtkel ME&S HE) = BBV vt = iEEC R =k EHMES
BB <) lebE Aol W 53] giEeA o ¢dd.
EHF A WA ST £EEY REd e 5 7137 vk ol & 7Hed A4 i
o HEie REE & ANYE EiLY, 8 & HEN EmY, 8> AR #As=
g 9 0on)¥ EHRMES o] shie] B3 AT HEd Bl A7 s R
o, A2 BE-E# BA EHKOT slu 2 %E) Sl FEEA v BER £EK
feprel- - M A A
=] B HEEdY REv EHSS EEBe BAmY {6, 53 BAHEY S
#14 (wrighted combination) 2} BA¥HA 9] F & HBEHE WAEHl o BHEERILE e
e @ RES TBEH T SRee 22 HAHE 88He RES @ 53 FH
"(2) Charles R. Wise and E.B. McGregor, Jr., “Government Productivity and Program
Iivaluation”, Public Productivity Review, Vol. 1, No. 3 (March 1976), pp.5-19.
(3) teFpIES AF B FHT FE ddl A= Marvin  E. Mundel, “Work Measurement
“‘echniques”, Measuring and Enhancing The Productivity of Service and Government
Organizations (Tokyo: Asian Productivity Organization, 1975), pp.91-104.

(4) “‘homas D. Morris et al., “Productivity Measures in the Federal Government”, Public
. «dministration Review, Vol. 32, No. 6 (November/December, 1972), p.354.
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o ol® B B#E st fete] A" SBel o BRAS M 5 B 99
BHES B ¥oll BT o vl 24 f@Ekel He HERIZE HFAWY BEel mhEsHA
2 Zolch, 23 Ekel A Kendricke “713 flfyol nx AR HEHY e ZE
MDY HE AL BAME, S %8, BHE, BAD B8 S A ®etd Avx &
HesfEel 1A e MEER] B dstd mEMEE IRMY GE ol RAHES EW
s B 4 Aol etz TiRs s O,

st -2 b A ABHES AR BEEIA $x olx dskA AR LEH,
FiA e 8 EEMS [ R R d TERECY BEY BARAEHES #HHEEEA 3
A 8 EEY: mLue gfste st %A 2 BRE IHeA 2 72 dE A
ofch. Ejv- o)t HEHEE H£EMKS REE HAE o 7134 uwadAlzef AHe)s
T AT oWl & EHHE BAGY] dstd #AE BEHTH BEAR HEMNI BEREES
EREs] JIE sbod ol & BATEEY MEMEES EEH WEd KA AL BHNLE
= il $ o]z & BEL oid F glg Holvh zelv LEMS FIEKRE A EEEY
mEf#E =} BEtezx 7ol L vl & AE Aoy W Fol z STl oA
= 548 4 EE HEed

2. A EEMS] MEEE

Akt o) BIEKRAIL o] AL FAETE PH7EECl wet A=kt REH2 2] o
54 9UhA gRle 2 GEshE Zlo] wstAstdlov Ao g sty fle] of 2 EE
234 38 7] ol o]F HMESE AR BHEHIAA RES SIS o
e EiFol 1. A7 Ae B SEe A3 AR HEE o] BE}aA g

1) feZstk B

olw] & £2] Aol A= Rliish vheb o] H@EMkE WEST v EAMQ EEBE
o fpspEe] REgoldh @ o7lo] FAEE A3 —#iId AE2AE B BARAME TR
¥EWEAY KE Aasw Ik, FIAWEE A Bl A BE B BEY B9 H, &
P {58 (proc uctivity indices) E-ldl 53| ol F 71od 4 HABAME SR EHHET)
R R e HEe MK sEEHe] BIET eIt dAY A BEHHES A3 29
g B4, 1EA B WED BRSO Ao, EED $o 2EK Som AWAd. 99 @
AR ES 7 1EBhel ddd A~ #EA KBSHAY H5e old —EHIM 99 o
ENES TR oY CIERES EE

FHE TR BEY Bl 9T BB ERAEEY B e B 243 28 &E 4

2

(5) John ‘;Kendrick, “Public Capital Expenditure and Budgeting for Productivity Advance”,
Public Administration Review, Vol. 32, No. 6 (November/December 1972), p.804.
(6) Hatry, op. cit., pp.23~29. -

— 202 —



Adl g, Ao 5o HAREC Y BEE AA FEH o3 FALY HE2A JlE
Ao 5 BREEY SFAZe £EN] EBHes EFd K old AT JeEE
el R o E EFEE M (ER LES BME JideEs B SR ESdt o &
EHEZ WEEA ek zeld old ¥ EES HEMNC AR g Bae #F%
ol w3 fUBME (proxy measure)o]zbi Hotokd Aojv}h. o vpatml 4ERIQL R
(producti e time)o] ehi slo} ub= A EHHY HES HHLdzE 2% F 7 #E
o] c}.

To 2 FEH BE old HEEEe HENS KHo R RS fEKS e
A RBE A F FEErD dojve 8hE Esed #HdS £ENEEE EEHM
fEEH 2oy HEML RS WEsHs PRl ol F HEl BEE A 23 #F
el RE 7h¢d olx= Ao 2% JED F A ¥uk obve} dhgof difistzz 3t %
Rie] RE2x JIEYE 4 A

2) wHER A R ,

of 714 b ZhRH: B AEAH: MRlel WirElE Ro] ofv) 3 fEAH: Al A I
Edte & O Bl e Rk FEae Bl o3 4ot mt@HBHig
EelM B BRYE A5 =49 H iode B BAY 442 =8 ¢ 249 s £
o EELE REsSe Ao 1 FL vt sl

R o] A EENS P, e EBES W, HY kES Q AL I7 3 2%
7he] B E okt 2ol RES =k

ol 2l gk HpEMEEMS B9 Ao I, JOKBPIES So d2 FHEs 9. o W
R - AN BINE R S s & AR, (& HBEE o ofxd gt
g Py P FRH GO, ' :

P, WexQ N/ W.xQ,
B (WXQY (WXQN @

[ 2]).1 FmE s EENERE fEMS #bLE ilsted R #Flc] oh

3) EReh EiEER

BRAR{E | SHE TS Ross-Burkheade] o)3}o] #iR=l gtk JIERZEl . o HHLS
FHEFFS] Aul2% 93 Fle ®ine £BE, OAH Hvxe B 9 £EHE 59 #ng

(7) Rorert J. Wallace, “Productivity Measurement in the Fire Service,” Public Productivity
Re iew, Vol. II, No. 3 (Spring/Summer 1977), pp. 12~36.

— 203 —



BBHS Sl Fe BT Tl &= Zold®. zelzz EBEA Bl EN" Ao= Higd
T v CH#Mte] BE #HEY & ddd fHEe E Ee AY BRIE 4L 5 U
Aok v A o] WIS FEHSIZZA Aulzo] B =E EEMkS] Bl el BLE
RUE 4 A=A BEE FEY 4 A" Aol

of #% & vg (R 303 2L AApd REMFRE T8 HED

=TT (R (3)

%oy A QA 18 EWERE, WA 25 RKEEE e, Bx A¥=E 98 #
i, Ci- A= WA, We vz $B&, 2en Ry Adze] B fErs tehd
o Gl mt=EED (- G) (el Azl Ee kel mAEES
RAGEEE A F—3len ARRed (5 Re=Rioleh 713) BARELS] Slol4e] B
HigEe Best ol F Zelw,

P(E)= _E%%Egﬂ B T FTT TP (4)

Z BHEEY HHES Avlae) EHst kEfke] A—shobd EAEFES] A Ay
& B BMLe: R #Le E 53 Aol ¥ Aold. =hd BMMEME R*E FR
bl o] A2 FARGEELS] BV AR E.ot BFE HEES el & TeaA 4
9};},(9).

R*iEZ"P(E2> ..................................................................... (5)

o] Wih EME R*v AvlzgHolvt SRl Bk Distel RAEES] Kol EE o3
2 FEREY #el RS e 53 o] BAENEX Avlad H, £EHS F =
= MBE A BMLE vebddh ulE o]A o] o] Bk BMLE ML oM E=F 3t
= JFHe g3 gler, olzlel MARMEN B HfVEiel = . e BskEEET
FHike HEWe R BN EFaooF doke o ¥ el EmisHA FxAx Au
o gt b #MhE BIET 4 lebe BRIRE oheE bz gl

IIL. aHEagEde] AEN AL

1. 4 HEEMe| W B
S E oln QoA B BT ANEERS WERHSS REfetda. ol #ES
b B REERAS o BEAEIES BMEE Tt S 5g HFS] Aul=d H, fEH

(8) Jo—h .EMROSS and Jesse Burkbead, Productivity in the Local Government Sector (Lexington:
Lex ngton Books, 1974).
(9) Ibid
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2 HZ F HAN BERES SRR A% Aelek & F o] W ¥l 2 ST ke o
o7k Bl 9l ¥l obvEd REM BatE IERES SRR Wb o1 GBS A
A3 g4,

ed REAH Bl EME Fo k@S MEsts F e, BveR WEd HEd
WOl Bay K] A S @it ol Folal Aolzh Aot olAL HIER BBk d@Etk
o kel & & glvl Bl dEEtk ko] BEEZ @RS EaeWA 42 Av=E 9
S g U] ek oA Bkl Al HEMKS Bk R FEHETA delA Figiet ®
—3 Hit KEEE MR ot = BBRIF givta @ 4 gle Aol zHEE fERS
Srbrel ol Ae HEES] M Lolebe F3o] A ERARS] el st oo A
AR 8] Fe] e FoltA erow bl

EENE A AT BAREEEIIE ] e oldd BEES RuME d T4
B 48 FAR L g Aol HRMMA o fEke] WEld zd GR
Peio] st WES EEHS WEHRT T BEE =44 2 AdA? E D
23 7] Wkl A8 HEM FHE SRT B2 BEN R ojsld MIESE &k B
el fER ks Bmel Fxz o

(E D HITHe £EMRNERHR: L71KkE2 6

I3 i 1970 1971 J L
1 ks 2dr) B o 90, 000 100, 000 10, 000
2. Ade FiE Hegs 2.9 2.6 —0.3
3. 247 Ik WMES FRY HRY HOH .85 80 -5
4, B RHEED $1, 200, 000 $1,500,000 | -+ $300,000
5. A 9705 FHED) $1, 200, 000 $1,300,000 | -+ $ 100,000
éE E ‘l&
6. # 213 £EBEEE S FT84 % ST $% 67 —119
7. %84 #H0970%F &) FF$% 5E FF 8% 77 39;
8. B BEES) LX%X_@)_ 0.185 0.139 — 259
9. AN EMI970%E §) AQZ?&%L@L 0.185 0. 160 149

a) o] M Re “1"e A “4"Ax o} Rpgol o ate] s Aol “47Bhe] 743 ARG AL vhebd.
T I? proving Productivity and Productivity Measurement in Local Government, by Harry
Batry and Donald M. Fisk (The National Commission on Productivity, 1971) p. 19.

9] Gi Dol $ARM, ¥HE BHS AF WERKRT Eihsel . o 4%
Med 24719 EfE ¥BES vebied wel A Pl By GRS 22 o
& WRES FRT RS HotE Bl A HEeE B Hdd #AE x4
& #isietsl detel KEEKS FEER] TR KBS e A KRE
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BEg B0 2§ el (ollar) ¥ Bl EHEmEN 20 fdtko s KR L 4
e WELT & Yerbahd, EHIRE EEERS 2 DR R HREYE EElS
WES 45 o, ,

(E Dell 4 8ol fgd 2e 70 B HWine 2ot o) Z2asle] BAR HAL oS
Zodis] WA =Hdoh webd ldi® e)e] BO] Winet o L HHE EIEN BAHM
9 A (gar) & Fay jHiiEe] KT ERES o) 2zl & fidEe KTz <
EOEM KT2A s E g 0E ke BliEd 55 9 Aotk oleld HELS BEEE
o P EHIEKS BT THEECD WED EEk BB BE A 44 rEd
F Aok s o] Z:ode] wikel ME Bl SIES W ARiel o) syl Mk
TS BITAD MR EESS 2 98 AW EHESS] Btel Hal AR of 2w
BEE S117) & Flolth

2. iluEtol UM AFEEM AR M

S8 b Yol Qlol Al dEEtE WES] BHe EMAE Ml A S8 A farEs gleh 1960
AEANH) A EBARSMEAER T Blo] Ml w4, — RBP4 s o] TS Wt il
R B to]l s whfFstglov, mEEmES 9 WESHC (HrEdEd ol
Britfol | DAEEEMEARS, EERAAR S B4 £ mke HEMWeE P
7 918 B EHEERS ol R BEA =91, fEkRG AE oY FRALS
B ol g 1 AEDHIY SN WIES 3 MR £¢ BRIES HiEdy 989
Bstel H RS 2ustd K8 9 e dd Jizaawe TEIE SRk W

B4 e ERENE B 1970EK ThkBid EETEs #Es s AH
TR FPHCl MR A ARk WES) MHRS Sikel A8 Ehslel St A
Fioll ol 9= EpeiEo] @EMoO] a8 HWike Holxgw, =94, RABKS ERl
Mo B e B éilﬁiil"*t}”z. Rt AT AR o Eie) @igdl o
3 REE ol A o] FolA A om ek whub Al gl AJIEES SRS
Sa Bige ) —Bo A £ EHBRT LEY ANFEES HEsy] 9% Wik BEh%k
oA ek WEe REHAA L Telv ojwlelx AR T AR o @Ee e
Fo]A ZAs] ohviel EHE (work load)o] W g B el REH S ol oI

o ﬁ@ EEE: AW 19574 Rl ol ol Aol o SEF HIEEEMSTY EAG @BEAE
M EEROl HH o fEEl WE Ay, EEMEIER 10FEEREL AR, 1967E) 2R,

(1) k¥ %, pp. 122~150.

(12) #p 2, BETHRR(NE, HEmh, 1980), pp. 197~198, p.239.

(13) &1 8, &£W<F, R, A8 AHBE Foike ME, BHRo B AE@ERTaEe,
1981.12), o] WA E ANFE #HES AT MR I HEY s EA E£HE e Bl
o] HBE AL, o] HELS EEMM EREESY, EEDBHESEY. BRIENSY, fER 2
Pk 5ol dg HEPE BA S
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AR WIES S8 B Rt $Hhe wml EEO Aol £ 19708 BFHBAT
BEE | EEM fiEe] T2 o] BT LK ofv] 19714 & BEZE(OMB), &t
Bz (Gener: 1 Accounting Office) @ A ZHEz(Civil Service Commission) 5o] ZEH BEEATS "
248 X BHR 1Y 64%° BURATIOl 3k @M WEsz e A2 #iEdas 9
g9 ol A Heal A SElvete] Aol oA = BURRTTA A AFEFIY EEfE AlE
A3 RE7E o] FAA L AA %L FiFol ok old T EEI FEEE FoEw AN
o FEE el etk BEE BN, i BN, 9 fsEEe #Hod A9d Bl 5 5
T vk ’A A3 fEme ﬁ’l’&";ﬁli’ﬂl‘: o g et BERRLLe] BREL &
ITES LB/ BB 55 & o k. 19 o] wiro] o] F Z£HM TBUGE th ol BE
7b o= tRE EMHS dEd BASNEA, = ofu ElHel ASele z ElME o
| B2 JESte] ok vt St AF S Eded o sbA HiEkel w2 ed ol
BREo] Adk&Ed BiEd Actst BEREREC] = o EAE B EHe
ANHRD labor intensive)®] Au] & Il kS o] F i Q) oleld Aulx= EHBY &
Ed: T 2 BRSPS EEEH] fEM ME 2o Hlme s o odige Ao —f
grol R ol thUe. wheba AdbErie]l LEt WES Sld e RMEeRRMY E@EE W
E A4S Bk A% EEEZ IS gl WEY BERS MEsc stAllah 2§
2] vike BELS ook KEE EMaE &M fE# B BREL 2 549 dlk
o3t o BEfRE Ak stllev, AR A Sl kEN NEERE A9 m®E
HA £5x Qe EiFol=t sl

AA S8 vk BRisEE T ABEES HEE tedds AHREMS £ESE A
o] BEEY:E Bilkst olol digt LS A2 v HEEV A o weha Adksg
B RS 93 2 o] FMEEA Y RIEEE WES AT BT REAA Zex
low, ] wjFol Ak BIE N BJjol ol FolAA Fata gl 8 el
FTBCA A vl o] Hob AFgEM: WE e REle o F AsA HEE sbedl AW
A EHE, & REGEEEE = BNNE KES REfEEEe] A4 EN fEd o B
BRER7L 4 oJbEEENE BE Biiol obAstAl ol AA fx ded Ad Mg EEd EE
olgl & 7 & Aol

&

(14) Peter G. Peterson, “Productivity in Government and the American Economy,” Public
A 'ministration Review, Vol. 32, No. 6(November/December, 1972), p.741, National Center
fo Productivity and Quality of Working Life, Annual Report(Washington, D.C.: Government
Piinting office, 1977), pp.72~76.

(15) F ES, T\, p. 154

(16) Je-ome A. Mark, “Meangs and Measures of Productivity,” Public Adminisiration Review
VHl. 32, No.6 (November/December, 1972), pp.751~752.
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IV, A#4ES mEe #RA%

1 AHEEH mLEH BES 0z X

EEME R T HES T B SRtk WIE T H#f] g Ao
EEH] [ kol e Aold. zejs] sl EEME HES olv T Y et 4
v BT AL gde 23R Gude et delAm vlE hEM MiEe o ged @
AE EE b BLe AF B BT s Zolvh 99 el glelAm AL
o EMS] JIES oA R ol FelAR @i glen) AdkEE: f RS 93 BhHe T
fgho] Ha =lo] gt

[FEEIES] MBS S e bx By kg FEsT BTy 994E =14
KIEEN BES ol ERES BHRIT o) 5 9ok AuaeE Fo4 48
3 Ze) rhakA sk

e DS RS dEtel B vIAE FE EESS e z¥er T
FE Aolgtn,

T

i
|

THE
ek
i

¥ phR sl

T

_ (B 1 £EHN BEE 0IXs TEEH
G Dol4 B F UE vieh uol BBy BB vIAE THRES SHHD 2T
o) WE ®% L@ Mol W) 47 dad. Weld o5e % Az TEAe trw

(17) Roberi A Sutermeister, “People and Productivity,” Public Productivity Review, Vol. T,
No. 1{1 all, 1976), p.65.
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TEce 9 % &R R i ABA EAES B, Moy BN 5 EBEMEEN, =
Zla B} Bk To EHE 4 e Zlolth thgeli A} AdbdEN: ko)
FHide D EHEM kel %, @ {7 812227 (technology) 9] o, @ A A
hak Eh BB, @ BRUGERIY ML, @ o8 AR ffk BRIk & T [551\
shol HE ] BaAb gkt
2. EHRE GRS WE

FHRI ik dEEe A% EEdigel e o8 A dev 2E ke A EHE
o] s} (EEEEEo] §BH, BERSEES FIF, =& 8= (scheduling technique)
o) ¥EF, e HSE (routing model)©] FIF, Z#) o] 4 i (location model) o) iHA So] =
RFERQ HEER Sz A8 ol F sldvd AR EEM mEd 1T TReZ —
oz de = #AC WEs w A Sk EHEY PlE rERE = e 4%
Bol 93l s EHEsteE k= BHEFER Sola. ol T EBWES FEERS
EWET) BR W FE, WA ek dAlEue) 8Bt 2 FEsl A F] Sl FIH
HozA EEHS 29 F A8 Ao Wiy A

ol 23l ol kA EWEEEI A It BEMQ HEES oFAZA S8 vt KT
B @Yo = EAMEE A Xeta o fEEEEEGle] A Afe] HEERe] Homex
EAE Y fiFel s BE S vheb ARTEERMS EBEEESXS] SRS LBEER
o} ek e B Fo RItel A MES I lvrs HofoRd Zlojr

o7 v oehe] BT 5.16 FAT Aol o3l BEMA A O EE Bl A
Mo — M TR HAE S B A HA f@fﬁﬂ"”/}m) B 1961480 ES ACH
HEe] @ Fel oo ATGES B, I, CESHE WEA R A, =g U
BE, Bk R, SeEHCHEE, AEel TESE SOl SR 1963Fel e AE WE
BES 20 B9 m, UHBEEA Yo [Ev1E fMste HHEEe 1%#&5]' rsted= 4
28 (filit g system) |2 $R¥BEL D24 R HAESIH Sl BE BFHES 9

19664E A= EAFIRIERES RE, FEXHTHENY RE T2 XEEHE d¥te
= owr@macppe) S B fTBEAE R FRS IFdE TEI sl sted,
197840l & A EAFE RS EHEED HES T et 2@ SO, ol M
L R wEel 3t (fle) el HERIES stgov AH RIFHHE BHfrel offidl 4 THE

(18) Hirry P. Hatry, “Current State of the Art of State and Local Government Productivity
In provement and Potential Federal Roles,” in Charles H. Levine (ed.), Managing Fiscal
St ess (Chatham, New Jersey: Chatham House Publishers, Inc, 1980), pp. 273~274.

(19) P:rtick Manian, Improving Municipal Productivity: Work Measrement for  Better
M magement (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing office, 1975).

(20) FHEE b - EHREE Bol TS ARG A8y BB, TBEARRTH, 1979,
12), pp. 87~88.
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o2 Wi Sta . 3 60 Fol oA MG Bl WM fikel 93 dE R
S JETH fTEREARS] [ ko] T3] MHS o] it

196245 ol &= PBIEEBSsEel 2B% MG MEE S, & OEERCE HEMHES T &
BERRRC) 134 HHE ol B NMHEE ZEHAHE EAA #ESH A e, 2 Dk Ak
B 2 B we @i = ub TRl T ik me ML HREEE S oo
= OEME e NEEBEREY RS A= Stds, & hRTREN = hJiREHE
HE 7k

g 1A #eEe] R RS Bt St PHURe Bl slelAE 2 kS
Wistfe shelev] Zziigatel PR #ah MR v MElEG R ik 3F9 et

1966%F0) &= #ihaiEl B dEstel & MRS S Hihel Ol L HE S
EEOEME D W0 MY RS A4 WES BRI gk ol o] MEHBIBIES
S T ERS AT BT el Mt ol shielx vl EUARMS BRI,
itEREike] wiggtt, FhErME A 2 4R MHEER PEY 2840 Sz Wote B
G, BEN RS 5o BlfE FF BAFS e, £ MEERE U S8t sl TH
BEE |\ A7 BHECRE st S

olsh ] BEyLE Wksol e &ME W MFINE WA Y AT BHe) FE, 1973
ol &= 1,164k, 19744E¢] 3= 394, 1975%E6] & 5724k, 197650 = 201#F, 19774} &= 311,
197850 £ 12048 £% MRS ZE2A ETHREMe R BinsE 2 J& ®eE FBE BB
o2 FolliE g z®, EHIME B 19765 T0#, 19774E0] 33¢F 2 1978%Ee] 61
He #& BHRLAA Skt

LAkoll A #5453 vheb o] -] viebel] lolA] MEFRIMEIA S difiol o8 AbAgEME:
ke i o= FHHEM duhe KEES dolAA Xutm e Hifelsl =l &
HplE A pAgESte] FRA 2 e o9 JbA EEER gae duked g Mg 4
Hel EA| w3l o

3. FEIACEXe KiE |

o714 rhabe fTEE 2 E2AE fTREERS REER A %iéﬁ;‘ifﬁiﬂ PEAMES Mk
7171 3t wBhiel FEROZ FHE 2 A& TBUHS BASES JlEg®. 2Ea
HaxzA o dFelzste #a Solv A2 TEHES Miat Mfz Erketu el o &
e WEIICE FERYT ¢ = A= w3 dAds FAS & I5E #Hi g
3 A AR EEEch

S8 vt AE 19605 Eof oAl AZCE fERel loiA F HAMMLo B H

QD #% &, FRERELI980), p. 111
(22) Nan e S. Hayward, “The Productivity Challenge,” in Levine, op. cit., pp. 259~ 268.
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H#A QT ole] Wl & BACI AL KGR FTBEMN ] EAE A WaES Y, EHE
FHE Hilgol IHE ol ¥4 o] 196040l & TRETERS #ixe B WHESR
3z, 19707 :Rel & oAl BTaAEMER/E ERE 2 ME Std 59 19664 TH = Tk
EiE AAEEES HIS kel Sl BME BIEDIZ SBetd s, BRI B %%

T EEe o] & THUERS BREA LHRES HUEst Y, R dkke 4hEH, BBk
9 —Jift 5& o)A

A2 dlQl 19665 - fTB A BREIEIS Bhrstel s, olol fshel il HIE
ol BHE & & Sl UM TEEESL B9, ool duks) HEE Mk e FIRBER
7k BEE Gl 19785K BE fTBEM ) (AT &2 BA7E M 25 45430]% o] 7}
ol BEE R 24, 448EE R A BRHE(LARS 96%c st glor], I fTBUEMCl RAET
8 EINIE Eie 999%c) 3, o] 7hevl] BEFIRS 3268L2 4 MRHLA-S £ 33%e &
st @

A ARl TBUEIRSE ZBORQ] BORTuEH LB HHIRELS  S1ah P #eruk
RRob 4 B LEPEe] HAS fa, olel whEt 19674 48 KRELHE Hilkhd A%H
7} BEE AL LFE IUEN 4 Fol oA BB, SUEEE, RERENE, AEE S
K OITME TRl HFE S RES H ek el ol F EBES B o) fum
2 A 314 of (hardware) 2Bl fkoll 5k #:Hy8bal 5] B2 4 22 E9) of (software) 2] BiZE, ©l
o] epu] o] . = (data base)o| [#k-o LEkst ob& & BUFMEE “hebek fREFAEITES
VE ol WigstAl = gl ol 23t Lol FilfESte] 19755 8/ ol = fTBEH BEMAE
BRIl ] MREIMO R Ay S8 [MTRERMA HERBEIZ RS I35, @ 7
BERA LAH £ ST RS BhL. @ TTBCEREBEMLE A% TBREEEH RS & E,
@ £ TEEHREES £PER 2L FH, @ TRERER A BRSS B #EEA =9
oh O 1C77H = 19785ES B B She I fTBEEAL AT 19834 S Eme
B 3hE IR TECER FeAGtie] Al qkol {REIE Sla, 19784F 2Hel A F &4 H Ao

ol ¢} 7 & HfFHkRe ‘Ih“rLlE"l ER Bkl = et obH . ol Fe FEAE AT

&RE ¢ o (software) o] [%s Mol vlokstm Mgk BAF) RSl fiHel 2L
24 B3 & BH AREEES BES S Hmd B REE doldd s,

4. § R

AR AT BERE EAY ok, =vdlel B BREEE AIRY, EARER

BE 19171, R (EREE S o A el A HRE L om0, EEi

23) 78 THER B RPREN, pp. 90~9L

(24) #& 512, ATHRE, pp. 142~146; TEM EEP(RE%E, BB TEHER, 1980). pp.7~4l.

(25) & Hol glelAl Lz dEtkMe] BM, WmEheh LMol G 2 vld s e B
1 M B, WHE, p. 145, p.198 9 p. 248 BR,
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kel AH IEG $E BKE HEY s 3

A7) € HEE EE FEHEELAE © RERVAY G 9 HEUEge 95-e
FRANA Lt A B2 @EtE SR QAL Rt © BEd 99 FEA L
WED e RRGAESY EH, O BAEY %%Eﬁ%‘%ﬂ] o Z0 BRI FHEAE, 2

fERES B A, @ BRES 259 EH9 Wd ERREN 20T & J=s e #
e WA, © B fAALTSA 22 o 7}2154 “job enrichment”®] {HMASE £ +
951;1_(26)‘

FeEvetd Al ABAEY LRHEA O FRERE #5512 gdot, 8 v
eho) fTECH sl bkl wlgeo] o uldl ERMEATES] Jiphol kel by MEIE o
7b gbedl HE S ME o] FelAA Rtz Jov, olHd WEMKEE EdE o4
B 1Ak BERMQ Jjgkel vt dAlE| M. Al 2wl wp e R Rala 9le Fifol o

theb 197 SEEE H fufTa - REE P AlEHES QA Aale WY TR
BES U & ol ol ZA FHste] shoh o1&l g AlEGIES] #EAClH HEH
= 197149 7THg vl %38t 19794704 #5 125fFe) ol= s 9lov], #fEsla (file)2} F
o HEMA NE —RTBEERS AT 2 SRRA R, EuAday BRE 9% 2=
98 (code 1 umber) ] #i—Jj% 5 o 2hA] BEEH TG o sto TEEEERS sErke
M kol A FHSHA 5 A0, BIRFIRES] Fhiol =2 BEEMS BRE 19745

7.5189. 197551 <k 4.8fF9, 1976l oF 0.7, 19774 oF 3.2{84, 1979
Rl oF LB B M oF 2294 ol2x ov], G2 I SES 2L I
BIE-otell # 0.27{F8del ol 2o 31o] @ ZipHiel wlotd HiEE BHEUMS #EE v

i

HEEdke kS W& Bkl A9 ilgy (4 (societal benefit) 7 L@y ¢ H (societal
cost)o] <l MR EFI T BoRUsEe] KMol A8 EBRERNY HES g8 oy
3 B hE RohE AR Mk o S BhRhEel s & F 9 Ao g, g4 =t
sl AE)T & WHE F 9 dlaxzA e GHS Bl 2 JigEe mHEg o 4
ERyel 2 Fob 9la, = F—a K#EY slaxzA ok BigE shA s 2ee MBI EA
) A, 29 v d KNS vt BREAERES BET 4 Aoyl A4EENES b

(26) Hatr:iy, op.cit., pp. 274~275.

27) %L, MBTREESFE, pp 117~128

(28) LRik pp.127~128.

(29) Stuar: S. Nagel, Productivity Improvement, Management Science, and Policy Evaluation (The
1982 Annual Conference of the American Society for Public Administration, Honolulu,

Haw: ii, March 21~25, 1982), pp. 2~3.
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S Ed 4 9e Aolth 2 Bl BERES 98 RE FES FE) o=
Fike] BEDS whE EE mbd EREEE A0 # 4 98 Add. BEkES
fE7e MEAA TR hEWS) Ml HRT 4+ A& ki A4 FEFES
Mael 24 EAMASN, BEREER BEAEST 52 5 & 0O A4 @
B HS HEEe] Qu RITelA FEMRKS 489 RERES BEN 99 &
ool BEREERS FHEN WIFAA Bl T A% REAE BEL 9
& b HiklH, BENESTS WL AT FH0] vhRASA S A% REH
Bel £ &Be BESH AT FHiolch olF HELEE BERE BEL KT & =S
oz ] A EAS e WYY £E BXAAZ £ AE BERED zZEE
EshF = GEHES HiEEl

32 delel e 10706 BRRITE EHAHE REARERC BB, 1980FR
WuE ERGEC REST T EEME BN ML 98 BRI BRFE Hik
o mAse Mgk e oA REA Do ohANA —# EEEE
Kol BEH 2 qer] FREES 2l EkEAE 2oz gk |

6. EEMMAES] K

mh:o) [ES S5t REY BEQ MEMERHEY WS S 2L BE HKS

O s AME, SFEEMEE 53 2o 5wt 2 Lk BRI stRoE s
mpLalt- Ak WA, @ EOEEMel REtste v AEB —HE b B =t B
HEe BESAG B mgel gt Jee Hik O FY WA WREME BT
¥ §f£%}°ﬁ LS H% @ BoF ABRS uob B BEES BEE A
= HE 9, © MK BERIENE 944 AR ABKSE KR 5

22 (0§ MEEERHEY fEml o EEEY FES o Gkt Bl B0
= @ S o9E WEY Aol ok, HE BIHLRS Rftkftel wel o F shed o
aob] me 3 1A EWUF AAS ERNZEA P Bme ERT £ QA 2
el .

ed B EEEUE S S B EEMS Ak hed 2 el 4E 1981
EREe] UBECES ESHY] HUTEMNE, HOTEEES S ikt MR, AR
i, HEAE 5o 4% HO BT BRI RS SRR ERENS)

11‘

G0 Ibd. p.3. Nagel® o] 5 AR BESE EHEm, WHEBLRE $& 23 3ud o
22 oA BB FURBHKRSEHE] BEAA F A7 AE) A= B

Q-
(D i 5odls BESVR, EEEH1982. 0.
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KRB, bl KRS —8 B RE F5 SEAFEZZA KBS oS 59 ElE
RS e B TBEERY mENRE A5 ERNEE @Ee 2oz U

V.®% ®

ASEEE ] WES 2 BE B A BRY F—&K AXEHHY #HS o8&
# HEBEC 254 Wi o A #E, AkAv|zo HEy MEe] Mg wHe %
B etk JIEBE fERC] IS BaEY R, BoR R TBREHESY MO F 434
Ao} BERBEE IS oste 2 deb A& obA A FEF2A A X3tz e KiFeloh
2 A ENS] WES ME 2 B Hiel sle Zol ohvst H@E#d] MEe =
etz BERIA o £& AFAuaE RESIES ot HRY % ok BRES 17
Bl g 58 3 TR vt 2 S sl s el ASEFIY EEMS WES
Br&d RE A dhvet & F g lolnh AEEN M AT 9= A Pl
Z9) iBhe ojAx 2Fd Wl HREA XY TRHaxzA e KE BRRE
fEel mE -7 obge QAE Y A2’le FERT BEAolz AIEMY Hikd MEe 4
T HEBTIE ERS BB ol FojAok & Aol

(32) MR FHAES : 10-15 THREES OS2 (1982), pp. 40~8.
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