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oAd iV Avlas wbxispR o] o n|rh olx|ak REM Y obe Adklfdl4, A
b A x BEAE A% 28] clzbe] EAAS K (Basic needs Yo FE4]
olo] 7tchm & {t#54%9E4 ( constraints on supply )2 zZte=ch & o] AL 4}
sho] A - i 9 MEY ohel o JobriA = itE - BE S BE#REE Wt



2 gk (B, 1985)

EEAL] A 4 WeS FEEo)
v REAT - BIRFAY 0 B A ] A fk4n
u Fsvkn £ 5 Qo

ol¥{A E o AW diofEse REM HEY HEE fxskdd gk
tE(efficiency )8 %A &EN rtol of T HBEM(effectiveness )2 7}
g AR F(equation)o] FEHTLL 317k

2Ed RE mRe EFHS MES BAMERS Zeul o gEH ea
uality 2} &2 equalityE 2§54 = o] ofxle Eu3] o weldd
i ohvlel §iEel feFEM FT = ohE 5e] inequality & MRM2 R WA g
o] it@e e ¥WolH = equalitye} efficiencyfl® trade off Fau} o7
A7l mhe ofel - Fael-e oF 4 Ark?

dl e, BT AMEREYC REMGE T LR A" BERES 9

Ml HY + v BHS AW
LR st FEY FRAKS AW w4

il
e
=

groll lelA HIRERB(a2F)e} F2MPRZB L trade off & 5
2 #Eelrh & innocent 3k 4ptellAl guilty sHAl SlAFAA & ulE
AT BBl A2 a 2 RFef guilty 3F2FE innocent 3HA) = B9
35 WiEe Aol A, BELT BB @A Fad 9
oh, sivksltd e @ 55 Foluw BoRvl So1ElY] BEBF AR ol oledgol 4
V3L REE BOSrE Foldw a9 ?E"-*ﬁf@%fio] Tobd AR {REEHA A
el S A (evidence) FE5 FAl A4Ad 5 o] & Foloh?

=i °]9P7L° B 29 HHOIEH (constraints )2 REIp%o] Rigiel
AARE shAY AdcERel AkME P4 o FE inputs g3lo@ Folx -
ARIe] sl ZlA 5 A - akee} e EHoke| #5A(combination)e® Pu.
blic goods e|Y Service & §@#HAz = o] = 1‘%;%&*%{9} Wadak w3A S sb
a1 ¢lew® inputs-conversion-outputs 2+2 B4 efficiency& Fvls
o EAR £ HEakEe Al EIE, JFEEME( inefficiency ) 5 HRR
Hobre st fiBmeR Tygond gFE HEs AAlsksd 2 BME
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1) Arthur M.Okun, Equality and Efficiency The Brookings institution 1975. pp.
1~3.
2) FHE, RIEN 7AKE 1985, p.302.
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wlebd ARl A E AT ALMEEESRES] BUERERST(ERK #XE Vol
5)° Hmel A A g BHMHAE( theoretical axiom)E whgoR ; A,
mEgEe] SHelE A BAaHERS =l olEA A= oo 3t o] 2
& % SEF - ERER AEEES o9l Wl Eslofolk 2zle] efficiencyd Al
shel EfiEatest ol wel m@m MIEAS oA WAAE AE FE
f @5y S (microeconomic tool )& ol &3te] MEAstm, =4, RS KEH
el HiEAs 9 I Ake inefficiency & Heikel EAmEAA FE7 of, 4l
A, ol o] EMAEY B HME BEARS MiE F BEA LY inputs 84
o g Aol HH( support ) Taxet & ¥ FEEBESERACA o2 HEs A

A shmat sk Hole,

vl

] §ige= maA w22 B&(Quality and Quantity )& RES T BEAER
gipel #54S efficiency o #gEEol4l H#M - o T oRA  inefficiency &
wE, i el Jlo s EAMA TS BORA O R ol % skl me B
ol elzaid ond o B fldle] BEgkA WEIALY Raw data & AggoE
4 Ao R TAE HFskE e Alxolch thul BEBEARS REH S0
o) R el o =ik of R #RSHS ofx Y xul inefficieny 7} A% A
ul 2] equityell 3T F& BE olyt LA 22 A FEM (productivity)
i ( Effectiveness )

o99E 2w ela [ H9ee] A object ) W E4uk$| (unit of analy-

sis )= WEEBEoR BEsch

=

¢

o] 43k F+ Key Variableso] & i3l o 2

I. HEANE HERES KWK

1. HEE4ERHEY ARMHI22 £EM BE&
ol ulx o g fpEpegie] shubel HERAF Kfl(law of conservation of Ma-



AR~ HEpe ABREA M WR 3

s

wlebd ARl A E AT ALMEEESRES] BUERERST(ERK #XE Vol
5)° Hmel A A g BHMHAE( theoretical axiom)E whgoR ; A,
mEgEe] SHelE A BAaHERS =l olEA A= oo 3t o] 2
& % SEF - ERER AEEES o9l Wl Eslofolk 2zle] efficiencyd Al
shel EfiEatest ol wel m@m MIEAS oA WAAE AE FE
f @5y S (microeconomic tool )& ol &3te] MEAstm, =4, RS KEH
el HiEAs 9 I Ake inefficiency & Heikel EAmEAA FE7 of, 4l
A, ol o] EMAEY B HME BEARS MiE F BEA LY inputs 84
o g Aol HH( support ) Taxet & ¥ FEEBESERACA o2 HEs A

A shmat sk Hole,

vl

] §ige= maA w22 B&(Quality and Quantity )& RES T BEAER
gipel #54S efficiency o #gEEol4l H#M - o T oRA  inefficiency &
wE, i el Jlo s EAMA TS BORA O R ol % skl me B
ol elzaid ond o B fldle] BEgkA WEIALY Raw data & AggoE
4 Ao R TAE HFskE e Alxolch thul BEBEARS REH S0
o) R el o =ik of R #RSHS ofx Y xul inefficieny 7} A% A
ul 2] equityell 3T F& BE olyt LA 22 A FEM (productivity)
i ( Effectiveness )

o99E 2w ela [ H9ee] A object ) W E4uk$| (unit of analy-

sis )= WEEBEoR BEsch

=

¢

o] 43k F+ Key Variableso] & i3l o 2

I. HEANE HERES KWK

1. HEE4ERHEY ARMHI22 £EM BE&
ol ulx o g fpEpegie] shubel HERAF Kfl(law of conservation of Ma-



4 i (R, 1985)

ss )& fLERIES] Ritke] Al KEHHES 2HES REAR#HEY A&
= Ao gF o R ol v (kBEES AT ddAe HE AEste EwHES
TAHste Ko ofe £EWES T3 RH5o2 gdiold #Ho| 45
Avk =5 el A ERlo] AriAu st I glote slo® (B4 = Eiay
grel Zldo] =lv Fad KAle® Sojdeh? vl TEHSS R e itE
FHEM B KTA AL o8] 7134 Huls 584 5 Aok 5 inputs?] 7]
<+ BEUHEe| outputs o] KREARAESS AEdd 724 BE nEsds K
Qiell = s#3te] 9138 BodF = Zolzl ko

chak, 271el ol A= zAo] dste @73 sl EAl oA mAe

W (RS Bt SR AT LA AATed a¥aasi A4 o
ol 4 e kS AR B)ol KRS H- RS 2YAE AHD
Gih 2 4 A4E Avade ¥ 4 ek

ol 5 A EM (productivity)o 2 sl slm ol& Fo
2 OAdA 0] HEMES zhetsla ole AHoloh ola AE#el MdZ £
1o A& x| ak fEZM (efficieny ) 7 d 2t BB (Effectiveness) 7} 9]
dgldon ®e Aol o MAsieh & AMEEMS Ak programo| vk At
z2 2 EHHS YAksvl -f’rl-é‘ko% LR B FuHslyY Fe oHdoer i
3 EHE 7t $Etd W A2 AT #HASHAY =8 1 g HAHE
AR o ge EHYS A e ANEERS ooty i gmel v
of mEAMEy A%BML HHEEE HRA AlFHE= BRELNY = Hy RO
2 vehdle Adoez & 9l ol oblde HaMdes B 4 ot

o] £EMMN YL £ operational definition{bslsl EHmEH @2 oy
LB el & EBAlEC] fFRERS] BEEI o] wAldA aTsEE ¥HE
ol W&k Ziro A zleke] 7 LI Almutn E%3], LAY Ao £

3) %’iﬁﬁu‘iétﬂﬂké‘ﬂ%ﬂﬂ 264, 1983. p.156.

4) o] FW, 7l Eabg A Folxl = Flzt 7lEA A ake| A, dEEAEte 18-2,
1984, p.393.

5) Jesse.Burkhead & P.).Hennigan Productivity analysis PAR. 1978. Jan/Feb.
p.34. >3k, Attt A3 W EE 18 BRI A Bk, 2K TEX
Bpz 1982, p.201.



el 2 HRuEe BEEEG B HRE 5

s #ulzke|el ¥, Response Time (B4l 7H) So] dAfe]l == Kol 4
et AR O g, FAE 8 e EE, BT FEs meHd So
2 ovebd 5 ogleh

aobd EReAnl 22 HeggEe] g2 gEldt output g o] AEENS AA
ab ol AbZEfES]  inputs Ad 3 EHAE @ OBMARES BaH bOoR RN
(efficiency )o] F4lo] ¥& o 4 Az ©l & paretofy HEEALAMNILE &
b - st 2 A x A et A s JEREAR(inefficiency )E THE + UH
i B ol

Hige(l12]  Niskanen Model ol A A48k vl ostal input Hd o224 #
HEFES HEAR S BeEe¥e BHEHHE] pareto’s optimality ®r} 24|
24 2 k#Eo] prE= T A wokel wlebd olw o EEkE S| B T
By REITES BERAE Y #EH(efficieny) Mdor R glelx] kA2
s de] EaEtE(opitmality Jolefiis & 4 ¢+  Sub optimum o &
dAolel, A2 Niskanen | BEHEM FAAE oo 3t Jegess(inefficiency)®
ool sl Aus gEel EAl A FEgEs (inefficiency)$
% A S rRows i@y EAES R Ee @l inefficiency i de]
a3t 552 A =

2ed o] MEEAREE Hafme Mdel ok F BERMEA ¥ 4ol B(Qu-
ality of life) K#ES A AL RE@H-T 28RS 4 5 AT ol BL
15w Fash ibgEAaAY eqlel Hoh F BRI AES oH9A gAFMmoR
%4 EEER W Asd ordA A" = AdEEe] itgel £ EAdlA o
@A o ix gl Sl Welfare 7} Maximize S| Z Q1 7bob &z tke] Ao} B4
o] Bilrg olirh

SR meariEERA AH8E 1 v WEES proxy measurements & ESI
(Economic Social Indicator) 7@ ez ¥3lm 3+ BHAIAZES ¥4 BL
Aifel Fa4de & 7 AuE1 H E£2).

o) bstel, G.N.P(BRMAE)E AT 71201 W) sakell 25 BiRe] 44t

FmgEamel s BHigel A% misEgeRA olA 2 & dehe] Ldge]

{uibfl 7] EE #EES] BS dvete e ohdch =ebAd GNP
eAe EEAES BEMAEES 243 £ de 48T A doerns dbre



6 hRmE (=, 1985)
(FE1) FERY pEiEE
- o L NEGNP | 0w ne | GNP INZS (%) 8 148 102 (%)
& g BOA | (3iges) | XEE T (70-81) (70-81)
K pd 88 & | 0 B 260 64 1.4 4.6
T #ER | & = 770 14 1.6 11.8
P R | & 1,700 7 6.9 22.0
A 72 5,240 17 7.4 12.0
i LER H XK 10,080 1 6.3 9.0
£ B 12 820 1 2.3 6.5

#Z¥: IBRD. World Development Report. 1983.p.148-185 ¥ ZMH% K
R A K2 =ty mA, 1985. p. 290 4.

&2 EERE SImF
ail % B FEE A R
U . N | Social and 78 | AR @QFKE BAlZ3 olF Wi -
Demographic BE - BE OFx ORI A
Statistics @EEEETE @REI BE OA#%E S
I JBIE ontERE OKF
"OECD | List of Social 75 | OfER QI A @%e 9 %Y
Concerns 17 @itgl Be 26 GHAw
=3 B | Social indicators 6 | AR @FKE AR #wE @HM
B B | Social Trends B AN CEE CHRE @AY &2
B A
A A | kg E 4 | O QFEMH, $5%41E 3IR%E, B
BT @OHA
7} 1} t} | Perspective M| OAD @FE @I} A1 @HAL
Canada ]

F ¥t : United Nations Research Institute for Social Development. 1979

Y OFEHR PURER AALE sextady oA,

1985.p.291 4.




MEAY 2 FRRES] BEEG MY B 7

O 2 miiEEREA (K2)% m@iEE(SI)E AFEsich

Eft IBRD7F 33 [ 19834 AlABEHES N o&hd 52 kfrdg
#(Upper middle-income country ) 24 GNPHEZES 6.9%24 o K
A vepla glow b REQ XEE = 7%24 #HBEK#E I3
=2 vt s debd F3ogle] Ed =X wdlmaal glelpYasE 21 C 9
KATERRS] E@o2 a8 st dek”

olefzhe S.To 2|zt Fnlgake]l A LEHES 279 &4 aeln E
2l vjmgkel] xR @i Rk BEREA ERS] REK#ES A4AStn ol #
He S el BEcRe] JxAsRAq oujx gl Aol olAL Al
Category Jl2 sshd BMRS ORMEFKES]} A= 71218 Qitdm
AiGKER B A MT BEA T8 QAAEET o I ds Adkyu s
Ta(xcekr8) 5o BHd 5 glow HRS sEA goRel ®iFsr Foldl
5 HgEel A fEEd e 24 KRKEFS input (BAIZA F9F W 51

e},

2. Pareto Model 0 2|3t AR &IRS| B HimE

Pareto optimumolgl o2 &EiFE3} KlTEG T4 3w Hsle] #AHS 7
421712 A = B ool ALY HMAE S - glv Al RA ESE
el ol Awstod Git@aEe] BAol HAER v BRESS Bt =
Al FHAEo

HETTES] B vE ARl A2 Niskanen Model o] sz Aol 218k A dkilfe]
frfg ol A7l AbE#2] pareto optimum®] 2¥ol4t @A fEAEchE &
Ae Aty 9sld A E 94 pareto’s optimality o] @At 2wz sjof
Havh 9o cpgo® police service 52 A - o ® JIE (Crime)
of st Fo A UIEH Zhl] o BRAKMS EmHel TEe B2
ol volsh R e Auy BEORRES aEERY] Jed @y RAWE Al

Al =l Zl2E vhEd o glAl "ok

o
= o

6) FH%E, BUKBKR, ZAKEB el xlzlyd w4, 1985, p.290.
7) Ibid, p.291.
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ol 4§ WA HN & AT Folol DBREYAES old  outputs
of Bl Bt 7HxA == @°l# outputs ﬁZ&(Capital e /JJ(
bour )9 o= #ifi(Technology )9 HWAM 5 k&R =el o|FoixH o
o] A u]l 22 HEWRES o« f{i—’?—ﬂiﬁ](#ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ ‘;—1 @) A EFtﬂﬂ
F oAl 7E =Hel olze] uwlR HmE A AEEBe BAmEr He deln?

1) HeA el 28 &R

hEAN £2s B3] SR mAAKME T2 RFAKRME s 5 6l
= ol EERAAE TE OME KERAA = BERLORE o] TRz 9
c}, Tibout & olth ARk E ofelxl o] Ao|skd Fdte= w-& Commu-
nity & RSl dobd 7Hle a7t 4 Community & A she a4 AfkHE
o wgt 259 AAI 'S ALY 5 A Aelmtn FATUL o] B
vlZ  pareto-efficient 7} = Zeoletz Erf
st AQA? olchml Ae] efficient qh7boll =
Ao Community o of 2738 & i A7k A
e @AMl siE 3 (externalities) @4=

Sof] aE Ao w AT HukEt@el s fHaE = A%k TEE #4kiEl
(sub-()otimum)% olu}st Police 4jn]~9] %E{}t—a‘ﬁ% SERR EH7] % ghed AR
REAF HAAL 85HE Aolebm F AR

2) A e 28 AEER

AFERC 4 2 pareto @ W AEREE Toixl Aas4LHHE " AN

(o3

8 ) David ].Pyle The Economics of crime and law enforcement The MacMillan
Press, LTD. 1983, p.111.

9) M4 EAL(Sub - optimum )z} 22 Bk HERE 0] o HAEUx Y 2AEe] A= 7
oo RS skl 2AT F b AT dE oA BEZe 25 9D
Aamel el daed A= e 9 B 24T s dodt kel
ch C.].Hitchr} 322 283 folu (frAEEYe THHESS FTsbd 2
58 ez Sul4A Jrbe ORe] & fel@ o|& Lindblome] A4 3t g
SR e =gl Ad o ® 43k Charles ] . Hitch. on the Choice of objec-
tives in system studies 1960.(Santa Monica, The Rand corporation) 7415
o] BB p.54dlA, B, 1982.

10) op.cit, D.].Pyle, p.112.



hRAE A Fgkee] BEEA B HE 9

il kEETFAA b2 MR 9 Aulse] AEES e A guAdE od W
go) Aabzkn Evha2 £ e 2 B E dEle e 24

2 g2l Stock 3 output Alwj 22 flowzke] Eiy Al & el

ol #Fste FFale &¥e TueldgsE; pQ—-rK—wlL, Q=F(K.L)
s e,

ku

AH) ERE
output & 74
AABRAR
I
L @ ANWEAE

A~ T O

2w A Auas Gakl] BAEE AN @B E SHoR Sl ol
ol2g 3} 8& A = ¢z Cost-minimization Model #} Utility-maximi-
zation Model & # 7, ZA&ansjefe] Aalxd w3l ot AaAn] 2 AfEKB
o) od ol 7|ZE AFse Aok melam olmf 2RI AN SEE Hlexoge-
neus Variables)® #AERI ste A= FA@aHsty 742 REGCEGiteta
AZ-Ehd L BEER (REAADS S8 BiEs) sds #AM A (Combination)
o Helal = ubo] olAl ok o]d AL vlE A% H(endogenous Vari-
ables)7F ek el #E@EAA A Speds ATdon did oe A"
v owe sEEgEl ve A5 BEML e 2 5 ek oskE poli-
ce service YARE whEAbEEOl stuelw g Agcelhd A LA W

By KEFE)7E 922 7143 4 o3 23 police input® Total costwe
C = rK+w.Le| Hr}
cheo 2 A3k vle}l zro] A& TS profit maximum Model & &3}

policing actvities & ##rdbed A= = LSEHRE, LkE T4 2

Higel] Azl g2 3 Model 2 ; V=pQ— tK—wL=& =3 o] o Q
Kol L& z2 #hsmsled £42 0o =z oldl Optimumeo] o} ofrfell4 R
FkgE st ARk A del Arle A gatassl HE(AT) L3tk AACH -
A4 5) Ky A8 gow Folzow 4ol 3 Edgewoth Box v v

2.
i

Mo B 2
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CL® 1) % (¥ 2ok Zol 2%

24
K
Py
P, MRTS 1 =
\H % G
E
OX oA L,

(Z¥1) ##L (2% 2)

ola] T #EEER(v ANz BAEFEMMAEZE(Marginal rate.of tech-
nical Substitution o] FUd3tA ¥HE & F MEX : dARA 2] A, Y

FAR)S A Aate] o] ol AEEHRS EH S BAEMe] Hek
thA] wsby ol = op23 7S equationo® YR (aul ] >e] EES| 4
AAl kA3 POl HEfge] 7187 BAEMABA(MRTS )l AR <3
o g o] EBES Hilityadsziolw Y43 e Pareto e depd Zloldf
X(MRTS LK) = Y (MRTS LK)

w
o x

o) Hisy BRAREE(MRTS)o] Zolvks Aolck
H gl Adulze] Al 9 Awsh BF HEMeletan b MRSl AES
-2 AgEel] gl Aol F MRSl RAWAE MRT (marginal rate of tran-
sformation o] %ol Al 5 A3pzke] EAMNEZR MRS 24« ol F
o2y &, MRTxy=MRSxy A=MRSxyB

fHIgel maksnol oletde BHS JHde ol F 1o r FiEsw of (o
gl 3)3 el o] Al Yx A (Constraints Yol =wte} 38 HAlo 47} HEHO R
g oA X (E AR D) Y (EAD 7h2 A EaTREdg > CDel 2olm
st o] CDFAAke] Wale] Alxle] pEHE &Rl == olw XM(AAFRA)
= AD=®RE, Y#l B34 OCwEE HALES HAbgdrb v -i= o5& Eateh

(2% 3)ellA B A7 Al APubFo| zhjAjAd-Fxbel aASubEe] ANl o

r_o'(_I‘

=10~

o] Ak A = FHYF BmERAu 2o} FAFA] Huls 7k A gFas
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ZHHIN
C L
E z B A7 —EL\ -
Py W RS
Py 7
P R
i
K oz
Axled7da S F D M o
MN : #%E#(budget line)
LK @ %% Rig
P, P A-Be| AEFMR
Vo A-BE MRTS (f#lifg IREMAEE)
CD : HpEalfedi#g (production possibility curve)

W @ MRT(RAEHE)
(2 3) Edgeworth Boxoll &3 8

g Exlz w4 gdom (R dA gelvele] Azsk o$e FEsh A

# - H g bl g4 A=
nlZe] EAMEE 7R A
=2

AS Al
2l A . zha) Expel SF ) ANBES X F oA =o
] =

=
© o

-
APniitel ‘”-’ﬂﬁk
s
o] jpgee} SFubEe] BApers shd oA ek

gk AzlelE A2 ohme A7 sl BT Aul g AAAYH A7 F
Apob AJ19l Boll w3t gE A0 HfsA ¥e 5 dlonig o
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sk o ek FA0sh Bhe tanowsh tans Ve e

akel WAl A7l BA RS zhz $EI AR B4l S Abelx ol Zuix)
1ol AR HHEE old AE Ak B 4Ee4 o] Combination & s}
F mgdeR =ofof s weld Ael Bzrel el fx|Folop agal A
obal w20 Fel o HgiEmel "R Zleloh e FEMoz: ofty
A A=t zEe] Combinationo] efficiency stvlels ¥ =19l Fwsb 433
Aol & damel AARFAE RS BE5S FAEFA el b @4 o
A 2 3o A Folst aet 28l 1 Aol = KRl S A5
Mol F444 2 7S ARE AdsaAcr & Y olm wwl aAmo @ aaba ]
Aol AA dehdn 2eg & 4 ook Boz of =49 sus) ode] 2
A fxlof B 5ot E A 5 Aol 2= kAl 8l o} Combinationo] 2elo} 3}

7

A TEE 2= BFH(Budger line)

A AAREATY AARse] guE TAHoE v iz eI [
E-3 3

I (LA | 1
= R FEE shdarle = ek Zi‘é&o: o= = L{L N
BT ERA BET =T zhsoh AAe] Av 2 oxd s Buakiel ha
g el Tool & AH& A= ol (2% 409 2

F AL o ool &
gk # a34(D)e AT H$
2 A stetn s b 34l (S)2 KB -Efol ok 4l w2 ¥ed=)al
[»315%01 AN 2 gabe] gabulul Sebsle FEAES] R4S dold olzle
JARERE Qg ol AL 4w xp o of (8- glo] aF
2] sofzh Heh z ok el A gakek Q, FFell A

Alv]g3b ghAlsdele] dzjero® OPAQ, & 74 A3k ul-&ofo] ] «| AL g To
o] & Zolrf

aefuh mbeF gale] ke ol fEuE Huu(HF HEM®S Fa71Fe] ohd)
W e gAbgell o)wfo] Aatgke MR=MC7} 5 & Q o2 Folsy4 %

oI

o

A=
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o} ol g el e Beahdnt P2 Aol ol FAl P Aae PiP.EF
o olojg ZE wkwl £zl PP F o] oodinl zHAl dof aejme oA
v 29 LuAbel Almle. Hes) A2 AAAuAE ww Y Be ¥
T AT Avder BAES fike] BAYG eld oA AAelzte
He sto] FLRE A A Y shgelets s TEdle] FHY Aol ofwA
Zlelzb? Aae ARARs AFA s = gleoejet sl H e FeE(TC)
3} 23 (TB)Y e FuE shxx olcde AxsklA 2w TB=TC +
TrbA A2 el Adoloh A4 Qs = TBal OF; CQ =TCol OR
BQs & FEoRA o] Qs HellA grlxbele] PIAPsd A3 £ulxt £4 ABCH

ol elzlgiel wwbd Q, b A%l A THAS B@AA Fund st
294 OPBQ:7b Aol sosle 3ujsl ke Tede] ek olq
Aabe okel Baols e AL st geng Eu4(OPBQIR w4d +
9% stz Pol ii&a B SAsdeld Pyl 2FstAE Y35t
o s 2 Zoloh AF ARHel 0Q.9 Tz HE Q2 HPe <
P

wzlelo X Zerorl Ha wmg L8zl TFIF

oxt
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2
=
i~
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Hlos mAKS 2w apa] A el
o]zl o] 8}2 Pareto optimum®.r} 2¥} -2 Niskanen ModelQl PEPNF i
e pgege] == inefficiency & & Fg8dle] S oz 2 F 9
oh zelvh $ehdebe) | AAd AN EE o E«I st 2ol 4 Aola
7ol 4 pareto optimum$®| 2ujo]Abe] BEELG S P Lo & KiEEH &
3 MEe BENES AXRgE Yo ﬁgygoﬂ g gl 3= 4)
szl ahaloh

=13
1>

II. telviel Aakdab=tde Boat R

L BRAH U AETRH ES

AAEBS) #EM(Elficiency )% HEBMOR 2457 Sdteli= 1 @Y
grow Adstol v = wH BORBHE WF 2aselor i o
2 AMEB HFS Aol gmeh A % EBES Ml HHEE
ATEL A Askn ek

o Axbe] HAS WELIE 5% A% HEKLE T4l g3 22 Mo-

O=Const; +a;Df +b; Id+ c;A+ d,Cs+ e;pm+ {1 F+ g1 Eq+h.Eg*-V,
O : PEBEF(AL 10EAE 2HELZOH)
Df : FrEA A}
Id @ BIREEREER
A ERBER
Cs : ADO&EdtlE AAK
pm : B ANE 7 A3,

11) W.A Niskanen. Jr. Bureaucracy and reprensentative government Aldine pu-

blishing co.Chicago, 1971. pp.45~48 % &, BRI, #EMR, 1984. p.
120.

12) I, BEModel o) o gk Aare] B&E plw, BEBRE, ARZAEY, 354
58%, 1982, p.104.
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F oo BADZE

Eq: fiR | A% Aazhav] 2 (G N

Vi, ¢ ZF error

Const; : T
olo| 4 v 53| LIFMAEINA AHAE = 9L BHEE, HHm /S

@ AT AN A BN Sre ~/<ﬂ AR H Aol
iEEhe] ClAbE B3 oo o] A HEHEE IR KA ol ol HHM
3l

s
=1

}Tﬁ ox o

o b
0.

F

= Aol =v olE 8sle A gmasiel BEAERS U4 3%}7%]% A = =
ol felvhete] GNP K o A% & 2
oAl o] g (F3) (E4) (5 )4

13 GNP # iz
Cw B 64 70 75 | 80 81 82 83 84
: i
Rk 9.6 | 7.6 6.9 | -5.2 | 6.2 56 | 9.5 1.6 |
Zikt - EPB F87A= % 1984.
44, GNP % WHEHR#&E

73 75 77 79 81 83 84
ot o+ g 4| 21,9 | 25.3 26.0 | 29.4 32.8
r#*ﬁ&(aﬁ{H 18.3 21.7 21.8 22.2 25.1 28 .6 29.7
— & & it | 12.5 15.7 16.1 17.4 17.6 18.4 19.1

i EPB oAb 8(81) ¥ 328 FAld 2 (84).

13) Ibid, p.90.
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(K5 wHuE @ KB E
81 82 83 84 86 & ;
= o| A ] ]
g 10 o )L 7,851 9,578 10,416 10,966 138,153
z] oF o Ab 388,792 474,749 572,860 397,849 787,500
(100 =k ) 4.94 4.95 5.5 5.45 5.7

R FAEARE, EPB FEF <l4le Az

:Lﬁ%vﬂ (559 M¥E ¥ BEHEY el 84urlE 5.45 B 832 5.5
e R BE S v ety b obgab e AAE H]lohdE6 ).

(6> HMEHES W GNP MBE S Hh#E
GNP pal B H
83 GNP 1.01 5.5 s Tutd|AH(84) GNP 6.0%
84 7 1.03 5.45 wo® n (—# @) 35%

el GNP 1.01 %o = |4k 5.5 %<l 832 Azkaijate (2%l 3
off 218k AETFHEME Y olwi ] pareto optimumfy EFEUEEALS  Combina-
tion g B oS <E 703 o Akziate]l k8o xpsb-a) wmate 1
Aol E ehgz o] Abobd 4 glel

olw] AAARA oAb Tt @ RS 0.33 %07 ks <
BEEERgEe 6.5%=2 whHEKE ®lol de BAA felvele sd Avd
ol A= wlmob okEd —gEgEt kel mEEE ¥e 6.5 %0 g feldetl
5.5% Weo| 7 Akl wldhel E2aelel ¥ 4 Qdvh ol (2813, W (2

2l 50 pEdiEe] Combinationol 4 ®m ol zho] uhebyiep

[

’_J_
oX,
rJ\

r b
L ] o
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(ET> el viel g AdALY AREERH <l i
gﬁgﬁ ¥ @ 80 ' 81 82 83

o ‘9‘3%%: B || B B | | R | B (e
H (EaD)| (00 |(E8) (4 |(Eska))] (%) |(HED| (%)

— B X A #F % (153,231) 52.9(206,450| 53.1(233,640| 49.2(288,746| 50.4
HEARE D Mtk | 19,183 6.6| 23,327 6.0|22,293| 4.7| 24,933| 4.4
A - W®MEE| 11,371 3.9| 14,202| 3.7{14,693| 3.1| 16,056{ 2.8
TEEEEEE S| 31,382 11.0| 43,767 11.3| 73,245 15.4| 80,201{ 14.0
& fF B 1 | 51,878 17.9| 71,175 18.3| 93,040| 19.6(116,842| 20.4
o0 # & AT Bl 22,4100 7.7( 29,871 7.7| 37,838| 8.0| 46,082 8.0

& 51 1289,903|100.0(388,792{ 100.0{474,749| 100.0 (572,860 100.0

ikt E.P.B. 1982,1983 % EME U z|otiY g ilxlz

(£8) A&7 e o 4 ET 2

_17._
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o A

o Ak o] A}

'”i/

o o1z w ol 7wl

(#&BE®Model ) (A AModel)
(2%"5) @@z AAY 74 o A9 o Abeks g a2l m
Ab7] (e 5 )ell A oF zro] gHE3d Model 2 qlzdn] 2 2ha] 2|47 412 | 5

Jitke]l 18 1o 7t7he 45°9 AHAE Fx st K@ HA Model 2 2|
g} Modelol n]ste] ol zin) o] o ALE ko] Zn] U 2o eleldrc) ﬂl v

Elde B 4 oloh ARk ge] Al ol 2 F ke A A el W 7 Akake
ATz o ptEny swirdigel Aol ZA Jebda U ol & Kok L

7[1
F4u 2w @mabd (E9 O ek

#9) %3 BAY K.L &5wi
_ x
T # :
N
=1 7 H] 50.4 37.0 81.6 ! 82.5
2 u] & Al &l A4 4.4 14.0 7.7 17.5

ZH ok Y A8 4 The police of Japan 1982~

- 18_
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bl Sejbzhel ckel ALY MES FGBAMC] wEe) wolels o HWmE
2 wEhE o] 9ed (10 )3 o] AE F ek

Z (F£10 )04 Ea= wheprie]l 1983 uldl BiEkel GNPATHEN 2 Gt
7155 0.76 3L H| H] oM a4l £5EEAd 2 0.6 22 GNP =7 7l
alel Ml AR 0.76 9 @AM BAE 2l RiE EEAAS 0.6 22 HHE
o] st =3 MEZ bl o' BRd4Ake Sl AR 0.5 24 £5E)
Mol Ho|x|x 9= Aot

>y

(#10 Mgl FiBE M vFd L BRBES 27

77 78 79 80 81 82 83 | 84

@G:'Pﬁf'ﬁﬂﬁﬁ(&g) 12.7] 9.7 6.5|-5.2| 6.2 1.6| 9.5| 7.6

@M&t@ﬁu%(*ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ% 27.9 |29.2 | 42.8 | 28.4| 21.9| 16.1|11.8 | 5.3

0.99 0.84 | 0.84 | 1.57; 0.93| 1.20]0.76 | 0.62

\Z
. # ob 4| Ak 5.7
D L F 7} B 4.2 0.6
@ £54) &3 4 (*0.5
iR 84 {TEAE. qEo8 Fax Bl A S * A A eEE

2. BERHEO H(EAH EE‘B‘"‘P WEMN
gig iholA Akirel 52 Emar £E40WE (non - rival  Consump-
tion )ebn FAFOoR4 RE see] FAdF Mir % AwAE Tl 4ulEH
EEal ool 8 £ olchu stdcohk W olH SAL %@W’A‘i@ﬂﬁﬂl 3}l
e 1 £ FFo] Az or wE zuldAl §4b equal dhopw XA
Zk Aelo] A s T kel el BEKEFIZEHE)l uE o ek
3l AN 2 A O S uko] opyjalzle g A Azpxow A
st A= A Anl2 FEo ol uEdte A-ert A7 AF A
Hfe] #eto] Balrb =ch ol AL EREMrE AES] e THTgez4 fAS

2

Bl

P

I
ook mlm A

o]
T
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M2 HEiol s ey A sl A5 e $al S oby] e ezla] gAe s4a

el e, wHA 1 el wga T #a o) 4l Az g ke oy

. Hl&_ T OBSME A7 oA A AwAE WmE pEE e (immel B
B PSS A R o 4% AR g fsh;éﬂgxl xehe Aok el

HrbE Held AF - yer 9 _‘37:345}-‘}]9» 3l ZP°” el 7 °J§4 LB HIEMY A
B RIS Aulist " 98 on)Eie o]k A2 A4 1
JFRERS vEbdTh old EAlEL @EAMC, B, B - BRels A%l
(disparities) 4z 4 ¢/ om =z 7xkg) Speedy response, Quality of Arr-
est, partrol mile, recovery of stolenthing o g} F-All| - = Effi-
ciency ®} equality 7} trade off 5= A B Ovi?/} 7dakate] slzjal oy
HBRE A aein AsY Sl m Al 4£Av U Aelch gz ni 4
fel Aol = MITRE bl B4R 4 o= sEaw 4 HIQF Begry) Aok £t
el Rhpsel ZHEM Aolst ohel fhae el H9F 509 LfEx| o] 4
SHTANA o= FHES Hars gl QgL e 4 o]
o A akak Ao 7k fHAMS] dispafFilieso] )

ol ehhp ol 4 X AMH AE Sl input 991l BES Eal sy o
Aedzk w2 = A Fx9 A A=t

Aw LT Xeob SWAT Yo dlelw & @ Angh 9 Astm | o
BIR Bl ARIEAEE S Zoha slulely BIEE4o HmeemEse a3l Y|

T Ee Fodor RPRGEBAS TAT PEs) EEEscn wo g s g
Lol Ak Xob YA To] of®@A wiAsof FHAs? ola] wlal R-A Muspra-
vew= Equality o} efficiency® 27px #Aol4 b 4 7% z|efzAS 5
skl oF "vkn Fxbsla o) oft®

@O X - YA 7 LI IEHEE @3 stn
@ Aul WS FASHA st BIEBAHS BshAl &l

Vs

Lol

o)
AA

3';

1

;4) R.A.Musgrave & P B.Musgrave, Public finance in Theory and practice 3ed.
McGraw-Hill, 1980. pp.217~218.
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3 LE@E AAE Bk B HE HmA(bshe

4 2 AT 7l IR BESHE(MRT @ HAabafgeFAd el 7| &7])3F Bk
zrazol] oleh #A o obEzhe Pﬁﬁ’%f’\’éi(MRS FREEA Y A A 2) S
FE3HA] dFe 2 pareto optimumZEZ A el MRXxyA=MRSxyB= MRTxy—E;{
ol %7o] WirE ook Welfare 7} o7l = ™ LIRS @3 KRG &69 5
pE 5 kA7) = Zoletm ma 74AH wizlo] g3’ Aolck

webd o] E aglow We ohg (26 )3 Aok

(2% 6) miAtkiEel Zghel &EE

olaf ABE o 4lelo] dASHAl xjgw el R PR IA e A RAY
S XA el wlAshd LIEBAMHRE BE, = Y| Tk vzl AR e}
wef, zela of o ATFex WAk o CR ovehde XY A7 54
HERe X m—3s}e Spillover effect & FA4]8 Aolw EAH(okx]|7 JRIEE
g B Es), DE(HAT i8S OB FE(HAT LRaste 5
48) 5 mW-gbel Aoz s ASEHE AT 5+ do EEHHME i,
ip,02 1, 2F 242 FEEAST £ ow ofxTo LIS kel Wi HFAHE Sle



22HiEmFE(F H, 1985)

slo| whgistet, ol Aol Wlm ABO} MAEFIMRS Hitdols e 4 Gxol ®
ot o 7ol = Xx Tl RIEzkael YA Tl MY LA BRESEE(M
RT)el Yx|Toll Ao jogezt4ol] it it@fy 71z]ob XA ol Aol IR 72
Hat itEs R kel BARBE (MRS el 24 =k & pareto op timuno)
WILH = F79 st dow o) GEellA sz 7 AsdmA 2 Asrse x|}
EE AR7E wbEelA M webA Akl R 5 oo wlel o] oA S E  Efs s
el 71201 Al F=olo} ahef,

V. i%Au £ BEREY BIE#EA inefficiency  #/) HEBE

L &% SEPIMECl #Afa

EHERS] RFEEHE @sle] EHE EEQ G-N-PE A% 2is mEo
Helfell A A - F2 87 fsted B oo WS AulAS odujula A 4beld
ol public sector &} private sector fi]el & =hobu]g-2 ofw A 4yt
Ad7be BHERY T3 Axg =l zolof

HATE REEH = price mechanism$ 5Fsle] #&Eme) B SS HEK
sted st HEMO R HY4Fol ust o]ulg B ohul AWFAFA( exter
nal disecommics )& &3 7 Lol & FEMEAEI( inefficiency Yo| =lc) of 7|
o REIFR(public wants )ol AFHH Apgel] =Udul Bo| o] Ze]xA| =u
¥l Jf(market failure) vHProﬂ =}l ol FBEAL S -S KMestAl =l o) ofrt

-2 o] Fof] ?}%3 A G ARl 2 A7 7l Y st B E ] So) T
Hr)l o 7ol AdkFAEo l }%J_—S_r ol HEho® private sector ol 4 A 34
A ZAIE? S5 B Aol e ulgtexel Szl @ Ao] ® 4 glom

2 Fﬁ@rﬁﬁﬂf‘ﬂ%g °¥7]/< 714 =5 s BRERAY Addhels wHEF k-
o ikl "izAlzh Al Sok weld BEES I RS RS o @)
A = ASF ledob Fh o)lw] ol sbubr|F2 slx|ubclde]x)nl oa 2 ef-
ficiency9l equity Ruleeo] Hcf za|v} & u] 29 A9 o] ofxlyp =3

15) Ibid, p.219.
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#HiT &2 gzt 71zl olebA = trade off IAld] Qe mw Ayl b

A Za4S oz ¥ At Fad sAs adzlel A4l wet obE

t ool Aol ek

2
T

a8 v H-P-Tuckman§ -2 ﬁ_:l"-‘éol price mechanism® HA-ET xs}

oL

33 2] AHY E44L olAglo g4 Public sector & MEEEHS a3

o

s BEEe HEALS e efficiencyd o4& Public sector?] inefficiency

Z qld, ole] FEHROR Public sector?l size?l Z&E§ w|FEdled oS53
e RES FAstzm ek’

25, Public sector 27]¢ 7+&

A, Al ol Az =9

Aa, AA Frdd ZTFH4Al private sector A HFHZ $1gk incenti-

ve Al A&

A, EER Ak 28 gEF (ko] o,

o] = #1423 Becker's Model ol A F23t 2] gt A lEo] A
s kel BAARS s MRERES Fuol Tax@ e 4w A EHE
i fn- el ok ?‘mz/wﬂ/l TRAAERL 2 #RAs = Fel inefficiencyel

.
e
sk REM el 2 7 d&T oIEE Zlolet & 4 olel =EbA mEA
o] 7% private sector94 2EE HEI B8], TaAHESE -, 2
)l wosatel, wEAREe T REER ol 55 9 she] EfiaE el %‘Jﬁ)«
o mEantel Bl Sl LBsiH olE AAVALE A=, 74«%, @5 -EA G o
&g Aoz SUt mEye ARAAE
munity ¢ TH#RE HE7lsE SEe R 5 et %Dh
AAS ZHmEXE HlEes &% 72y
et

16) H.P . Tuckman. Alternative Approaches to Correcting Public sector in effi-
ciency,The American Journal of Economics and Sociology.Jan.1985. p.55.
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EFE 1) A AR 7aldsiodals 2 AR
43} 53 54 55 56 57
A w2 4 2,314 2,622 2,907 3210 | 3,546
=] = (100) (113) (126) (139) (153)
7 o8 o 95,903 104,765 113,527 124,286 133,946
=] - (100) (109) (118) (130) (140)

(o2}
co

% AARE 73AHs p.134.

2. ARMHI2~C| BAAEL ARE REFES Hik

Aol ol qF ZEHERZ] A Mol vk A Mol vkm 3 o o3l AEMOR
= AEAR(Externality )5 2| W o2 o] ohd iy o R REEE &P
0ol Aow wiE Aol RESch

ek MRSk & el A vl 20 A LR ddsAzte 1
A F v Fo] BE XP%LOH Al Eotrbw MEERl SAleol HAuk FZHE
A4 W Aol A wTel ¥ e 3E, Ak, T E, TEE A H]i/I

Aadg Fabol HEEER s ZEE A9t woh wtE olHo]l B M i
o WlFo] FPEAyolzt ¥ & Jdom HHHEI L MHEgads EoEHe 5
Aol olth

ol opzh-2 Al ol A BEHRERC] #AF] A MEAolir T AL
HEAA BABES Tax sl ez Halsts zo] E#E{("E 4 2+ 4
o] MEw]lBolot RERE AT x|t MERST 349 gl ozl =zl
wl

L2 Aolof AT o)ofyto] @RS FF8vt AALda 7 gxlolld] HAZE &
A7l e e —Rmes ZEEAR o|ZA% FIMEAM(user ch

=
o
K
@
&

5
arges : Yl Edat 2k 2P elzgpn L2 wH

ool A4 BAL A axHed g Falol 2 e BEHES Taxi
fifE4715] 2 sdelo]l TalAela A daw ol ExtEEE ABRATS W
A8 Salshe sle]l 28w A Helo] w3l Bl AFHE(eauity) T

17) WE#, EHH%E, 85.3. p.142.
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obJel equity o} efficiency Ruleol 5 H-Sdlelet 44 A4ge]
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2ok LB o BiEEtAS 95l B Abe BEA Sl K£fTElolel we e
o]l W& ] F effi

Anl s AAbggol shsalae ol A e RE - 1%@8’3

By opdEe] wUaA 8oz inefficency—‘?__‘f g 7EAAH AR
ol Auisl Aarel mielehi HabTFA F8 STF s st Aeleh 2
om odazlo g =z}l Folibefo] AHd el =277 } ghu 5 oo} b ofw

2 o|Ael Apz A AAdell s Combinationg KEflt oz HFE
pEANEE £ET £ 9B Aolw LT oA Az Mg =3 S

S 5 el oA 0 Eslolok UAbEel HEREE U 4 oA Rek

a2l 3 BEEZe  inefficiency & Eeol7] #]d] private sector= A ST
ole] xplow Adzl AHY WRE A EE ATHFE HEA4uE o
NES x5l e Takd WI BABES Al 73 %-ol] ALt ol
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(Abstract)

A Study on the Optimal Allocation

of the Police Budget for Police Services

Associate Prof. Sang Ahn Lee

I. Introduction

In the following paper the discussion shifts away from
Article (I) modelling the supply of public police goods func-
tion to examine practically. the economics of providing police
service production especially, those related to crime preven-

tion

II. Discussion: The optimal provision of police services

The problem of the optimal provision for police services
both among sections of a city and between capital and Human
power is discussion of this subject.

In particular I have questions such as:

First, what is the optimal level of police expenditure

Second, what output do the police produce

Third, what relationship do these outputs bear to inputs
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of resources such as capital (facility) and labour (Human) in

Quality and Quantity.

Finally, The police service subject to increasing, decre-
asing or constant returns to scale and is expenditure on policy
cost - Benefit?

Much of this discussion will be centered on the police service

production function and the cost function.

ITI. Conclusion

The question is how a given police budget shall be allocated
between X and Y, among the sectors of community and private
and public sector.

In Becker's Model previously mentioned thesis first, opti-
mal fine could be achieved when fine were equated with the
harm done by an offence thus optimal choice of purnishment
would be very important instrument in reducing crime.

First for that user changes as well as enlargement of
fine must be considered for police service production. It is
the best way that alternative approaches to correcting public

police goods inefficiency will be given. (The end)
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