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Loty (Wilson, D., et al, ¥ Z Y, 2008: 447-8). o|9} A ALAAH L F
ol A gEFo =N AFAAGA Y F3 oAV FEHFAA WA F
QAL A FLEFY A Atold dFEAHOE AATE o] FAAA H
Ath (Morphet, J., 2008: 51).

2] g Al dig #Ae Beg HAZIAY 1979-1997'd Aol
o ZA F7H 24 AANA o] F ALHUAYA g F EX =7k}
o e AR 57 Ao|gts Thx|Hel A At AEFEa
e 2R 7Y AAE dudd By A Ais AgAAaA
o Ao delE st MRz FA3 H3HE FEAII7] el o
72 ZAE #H AT (Atkinson, H., et al., 2000: 28, 56-63). 1 Fo|lA % AW
ARl 7Hd Adigk S 7121 Aol o F7 A Y Z(Compulsory Competitive
Tendering) A=< E=dolth. IALS AHIAE A&EaA W58 (in-house
provision) W2loll &3t H]%JJr UZE AlFAEe] AAsteE YEF7MA S
Hlwste] HA T HY(lowest) U&AL} AGS Adstes ARRA FHAEOGE
A7y A 3= 71Ee] HAT (Wilson, D., et al, AA3E Y, 2008:
449).

19979 AR HFoja FAAE JAAHIYE Mg JHS A
WAE-Y] AA o3k Aol gt J 7
Fxop et 977 2 Zolgte
12-15, 51). 284 2= =
of ZHAL AT v APAAGATE BlsEA |, WFAFHo|H,
Arl 2 Ao Fo HyadS Bola Yo Al AR AL HAse ° of
Ay 7ol 2 Zolgte AR A AUk ol QA wep 152
AZRe] ARE F4 HAsn FASH] s FxFe HIF 9 A
of Ao g 245 9&E Adg 7128 H (performance framework)S =
Yt HHAFATE (Morphet, J.: 5-7, 58, 63).

WA wlgol ARl 7EolAW FAAYES thAlste] HlEo] oA
3l 8% Z|EolAR A2 F4 =3 HuYs dFElor e HatA
(Best Value) A|=5 1999 d WA s o &L H37} = A= 37
At E B8 713l Bgdtr] fd ZAoR2 Ze §fd &A= (Beacon
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3 549 Ay HRE ST &ty ARe AT OE uk
Na5E AFste ALFFAH 28 % (Local Public Service Agreements)<
=R o]ofA 2002 dAAHoR F5 FEY AT
7HComprehensive Performance Assessment)E 73 A|WAXGA Al ©L A
(single tier councils) ¥ 7}H#E] H-(county councils)F-E 2835t 2004
© ANAXGA R ofyet BH AW Y| BEY dE EHE A
WFZAH A LPSAs) T ER9] 71 4 B Yo Jd98 xdse=
W9 3 eK(Local Area Agreements)< Al A YALGOE A &3S T

2006 A\WAF WA ZFHolw WYl A GALS (Strong and Prosperous
Communities)= A'$78 52 AaaAgd] At WHstE Y3 A A3ae
712 E (New Performance Framework)S A|A|SFATE old wet AH+=
2007 A B ETiEA GA] A4 Tl Basjol FH 600 WA
1200712 AZE 198712 =4 TF3SH =71X EZ 3 (National Indicator Set)
WAL, 20080l o] Aol AR} JAE T =7HA
w2 ToA d Tl AT & ARE A 3574712 AE
o —’:[371‘_ = 2L ““]«] ]Ho?oﬂﬁﬂu‘%k% AASAT (DCLG, 2006: &
5 4387 WA= 44
o
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= 7}x] }1&?}01] xgd 19871 A Axe AHE Bk AT
%33 7H(Comprehensive Area Assessments) A =7} =W st T

F=e dolA Mg vt o] FYHAAJA AT AHLE
2 I7pFez z&d E5E

(Wilson, D., et al., Y3, 2008: 472) o] A

FEuvEtet =8 WE FAS

ghol mfe- ARt #A d=S AT exdRt Ug zg
B3N=A G2 AW TS

1) Gl 9

2= 3 AR DA A 150) AP - e s D AEYER 74
B AR 2% Aol A 4

Aol A g AAR|EAQ] 3471 71H2-E] % F-(County Councils)e} L Al Z
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e et WA of SHA mToly I8, TJga =g 5, oy
2e ARYEY gE AA=Ed vad gl
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olAY F= APAR AAAYLHL IR ZEeHIL AYA d
FEHE, 1da & AIFEdA Fotrr] oEE 53 Aotk
AR AdolA SRt 3 A5 e AR A
I AHE WA WAS BRI e ®
ol A5 S fElvebe] AR T 9 ANAR AR s 98
= 45 F USs Aojgte AAdA FEetdth o]d3 545 9
=&0lal &89 YelHE FAF R veojd dQ

7F Atk 1A o] 22 #d StAEY AA B =23 A A dAR
A B AZALSI L 3] (Audit Commission)2t F= FF-of AR FHFAA A
AALE] - A A EE(DCLG: Department for Communities and Local Government)
9} 1 AR FZFE] 4 (Office of the Deputy Prime Minister), 1% - A4 5--
Z] < F-DTLR: Department for Transport, Local Government and the Regions) %
3t -1l F - A9 F(DETR: Department of the Environment, Transport and the

A "7 F-(single tier councils)Q! 477 ©5-5- 34 "% F-(Unitary Councils), 367 FGEAIH 2E
2 E% F(Metropolitan District Councils), WHAIE]E E33F 337] ™ ulE] % F(London
Borough Councils) - 2} 7H-2-E] ofefloll A2 H a5 A HAPX T 24 2387) v FH =A4H v =~
EYE 7% ¥ (Non-Metropolitan District Councils)E 3+ Z5 38871 2] A WAX T4 7}, 18]
2RENE, g2, Fopdd=d 742} 3270, 2270 B 26709 DS HA LA FF A A =
of AR A 2] =7} 4687194 21, 2009 48 JFAN=2] 77 FHE] © 3770 BB =
Al t=EZ- EZ} 974 9] ©@3 53R "7 F-(unitary councils) 2 7} H 0 2 4] A WAFX| ThA| &
F7F 4332 AR 2y o] =Rl E dEE 7 ARt FEE A VEeR
2009 FZ7HA o] o] AMAXGA| FAXE 1-&sta At 2009 T2 o] A F=
AW B -2 Wilson, D, et al., YA 29, pp.84-1182, 2009 49 Al e F2/HH | thsl
A A GALS] A W H-E(DCLG) YAFe] E Local government restructuring -3

K



®3 ArSe Fio] AWEE MTEIINT: Sl ofst ol BylE Fioz 121

Regions)oll Al &7He wiA, AH 23
ojg} o] o] =& HE FHY A
A FAHE R 7] dEol A9
(Best Value)oll Al A 3F34E7HCPAZE, 8|2 TA] A
2 ojojAE oF AHAH7E A= AR AZsdd. 3
A9E date ABAADEA 7 AdsjA Fosts A=
2R oke A ARAX AT}, 28 ATk
APEr|REo] FEoE AR A& 59
ATl of&sta AR AARE BAse ARZA
GA7E 222 Fofd Fod AQIAE AL
o= FEdEn. R AP ARAATEA L
o] AFHE FAANIE M FaG WHo=
Ao ARt st T4 Akl YEske
(inspection industry)’ 0.2 EH AEE ALY A&
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(Morphet, J., 2008: 58-9). wetA o] =& o3 vl thAsty =
o] YFZA Ax] WHFAA AHA FFH| U=AES A dHE
ot}

PRUNIN

. Ha7kx A=
1. Mze oo & £l 0ty
117} (Best Value) A= AWAAGAE H|Est] o] En} HAL7FA]7]

Y(Best Value authorities) > & ¢ AAH AW, AZ, sdsdAg7|dE
o] 159 75 FHAF UM HA 4 (cconomy), 5 EA (efficiency) X



122 TAR(nfsh, M42H M2=

B A4 (effectiveness)®] T4 AEA ] -/ (continuous improvement)= ©]
5 T v S SR ste WA FE FA3 Aotk (DETR
1999a: s.1 & s.3). Al&EHQ F4 Bk

Best Value Performance Plan)3} 7%
Al B7FE & APHT. o] A
74 T4 Baed AR o 74 A Y F(Compulsory Competitive Tendering)<
A Aot =539 1997d F4d A3 (manifesto)> A8 F-(good
local government)ol] #3+ FoFALgFO 2 A o RAAJAZCCT)E 49 Hart
Z)(Best Value) AHI2~ FFO & tiAste] IAEL 7|Woer FAS FPF
AYE #43] 39T (Labour Party, 1997).

¢

4 B!
19973 HHo A A= A

—

b O
e we

AAAGA = 25 MHUIZE F dZo FstES FawoiA s
b Hnh gy Ak 2A4de 7S Aot e & 4
FES A HMA Au2E WEA RIGstEof e wxF el
e Ay iR e o 5EAHYA e Fuol deHs
7ot ARIAE URM HA FEEor & olf EF v #n
&= TastAT F4d =3 Fasit

s AR JAsAA o|AS 50 AMEE A7l due AF
A ATAAGA Y] oz AAPYY APAF AUSAGS] o
Al ABAT (Wilson, D, et al., YAHZ, 2008: 459). 1997'd 7¢ FA]
AGAE A7 FAAH 7 F(Department of Environment)© 1271 352
TAE H kA 92 TESYI 19989 HE 20008704 =9} A
soA AW GAE AASA o] ARE AFSAT
(Cardiff University, 2006: 21). @tisiA gL A5 AT &4 1529
F(DETR)®| 1998\ BAFZA Fo /8-gF(Modern Local Government):
87 8 7(In Touch with People) | FEsHA BHEIUT. o7|ole Ha
7HA A S (best value regime)E tHEE = A 33 d(improving performance)©] A
HALS] 254 (community leadership) 3 ¥1F2] #]4(democratic renewal)¥}
A AsiA Zo] Fxeh= Al 7HA FA T shuE ZIEHAY (Stewart, T,
2003: 1-2, 121). 1999 dll= AHARY S B9 S& EUE HrkA] A3

712 (BV performance management framework)©] 723 2] 4 (consultation
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paper) ¥ A% (guidance)d] FENZ ZHzt HREEHUTE HIVMAAEE AGHE
H c

H(Local Government Act) 19999 2J3] HAIS =] 20001 4LFE Y=
of A LdzoA AFEAT. 2FEMEANA = o]B =2 20030l ARl

ol Fol L TYHAAR A T4 A3HAT (Wilson, D., et al, Y=
o, 2008: 462).

2. HIIIRIFIZS| AlgY
ARe AP YR ) BRA L Bt 2ol 6RAZ ANtT Ut
% BE 9 43AE 44

- FHI7FX] ¥ 7Hbest value reviews) AlE S FH3t W A G A A
- H7kA I 73

« HA7FA] A A & (best value performance plan)oll A3 W He =X
(performance and efficiency targets)E A5t 33
- YA &7 AH(audit inspection) 2 7 (certification)
- T ATAA Yol 2ad FoF 37 (DETR, 1999, &% 9)
o] ToA Hg 4 DA APAAGATL 222 HAFPste= o], nf
A8 F G R FoEA AdARE JYHA e T=E Uk A

WAAGA == Harka] kel HariAd A ge] A A ] AEE o
o} (Stewart, 2003: 125).

1) Z[Z7kx| E7¢

HAINMAEE T2 ALAAGAZ stod5 5339 7ol AAA 18°
BE 7% 2 AHAE AR 9L Ablzd $AEHE Fi BUMEES
k. ol9k o] Z ALAGA L] BE AHZ EE T)F
M2 RS FAG Zlo] HurkA A=) Aol H7kA] B 7KBest
Value Reviews)] H2& U422 #e] wdodAs SHHCR A7HA

= o
% ‘& AE(big questions) = THOZH &7 An|x g weto] 7
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TEEE Z]-E,L‘S‘]-—E Zolth  (Wilson, D., et al.,
] of

AN ZE Y, 2008: 463). H7}
JAsS g9 4cel wet AAH

A,

A o7 AE (Challenge). AR 27} o, DA, 281 o s A
FTHEA EXAFoR AEea, tetkse] EHASS AAlL

- Bl (Compare). 54 AWAAGA S AHE FHs #d Hu7tx] A3
A AHAM A EAE 7HR g2 AYAAGAES vDsa o
A3l Mulx o) gAte} AAH FFA FZo AsE 1.

- AT (Consult). AHHA] A A, B2
Y AGAS A duta FHEHA F st 9
aga g&52 Ay BXE s

ARA LS 5.

+ 744 (Compete). TEZ | &
74AS 4 Al (DETR, 1999 &% 10).

k

ABAAGA 7L ol F-E olWste=A AFe JATALS] 3] (Audit
Commission)”} 4 &3ttt Fx §]7ﬂ7”\]--?'] A3 = ALAAGA 7L 5
gote HurkA BIFE 25 ARSI Al ey Haoka] #rbt
ZlthebE 22l 1 7 24 FopA| :LOH et £2A7F 2A 7487
o] AFAAGAZAN = AT FrF Gl AGEA HAL A
AL3] w3 APAAGA ] HIHE GFute] DA o] gitke
dA HAo ol FAEC A7) st 2002 A 71ERA

st olzle] I o] %o Hrt &5& FRAOE niHo %
ABE|AE vlg o2 3 HyrloA] 7|BH I FAHoE AAS
Z3H7HCPA) A X9 £ o] 7k Fasit) o9 A F%
AAS] AGAANGA 7 sdo AHA BE MH 2 Ee

Brretal, HarkA AAALEE T3 BrHEES Basjor she
2781, (DTLR, 2001: ch.3; DTLR, 2002a: ¥ 16). ThA] Zatd
2 71/E9 HrkA B 9% FAHJAT, IAE Addte BEHE
A G AAE S, AAAYE B3 HtEEs B, I3 Hrbd o
AN A3 o A AAEJTY T A Ha7EA] B o3 ALE
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o] 2003d o] % Azetgion, AR AAANM HI7HA *Urﬁ]
A7 Bk o ol AFHA wgka, AN AF @ A
Aol WAH HI7HA A s = A EHAY 01%01 M H A
(Cardiff University, 2006: 61).

2) Z7x| MotA|E (Best value performance plans)

A EH 1999(Local Government Act 1999) #l62= 2t AWAA A =2
stdg uld Hivkx] d3A BV Performance Plans)S THIES 1%
o HarkA] AAAEE =7 2 ANHoE AAH HuA ARA R
(PIs: Performance Indicators)E &3l B3l AWAXTEAL HIAE H7lsha,
nge] 25 MAAsH, Hurkx Hrt Z2aRe fZ2HoE A A EA
O EN M2 FEAY A, 29 vHA G e A A A
o] Ads FHate 7EAQ oot AR AFAAG wEA EF
Hojol & AES thE3 o] A A e AT

LA AADE Aehe] vl
SEA BHS AT 1B A9 A2PY 2%
AL AR e 4

LY AHEEAY D I AE AS)

AAAG AR HFES0] DA 2A4E ZAJA)
1M 9 AR I A (audit and inspect reports)©ll T} gF HH-§-
d oA A

2) o 231 AYAA AL stolF ol 7% QA BAHE RAIA AT 5 YEF @ o]
o, H 2744 97 o7 8 o H 2R 498 & S elok S o T A e St 4l

A7 #2] 7] 13 (new performance framework)ﬂ =) ubgt 20083 = A = A}, Thet Al LA
?l g3 FH ok sk dubEQl H oA o R 4l AHHe v 2] oz agg

SE AT 7] el = A G A —r—r(DCLG) A % (Statutory Guidance) Creating
Strong Safe and Prosperous Communities 7 & 6.3 3.
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- A4 AR (DETR, 1999, &+ 54)

AR ABAAGA Sl AAA oA AEaloF St = 7}HA| F(national
indicators)®} 1E°] AA|HOZ M= AWA H(local indicators)E FH
g7t 7R 2= 7|30 AA A E(corporate health indicators)$} A H] 2
&9 Al HE(service delivery indicators)®] T+ 7}A] fdoZ FEEHT. AMu]|x
Tu AXE AFH 53, 98 FEA, Avlx FF9 83, F4, 182

A3 o] &Y A A AR et £2FE + UEF AAEH (DETR,
2000: = 2.1.1). ARAAGAE thFEe Akl ol ANEY HxE
222 AAT 5 ok oy ARe dAE 7Y Azl deiAe 59 F

25 A AHNA A 25 HHAEY AAX A Fo| G438t Q)
do 2 AAd ok kol 43t (DETR, 2000: & 4.1). 2001

e 1F AZ7E oA7]d sfgdHAT. ARe =R AN EH (Local
Government Act) 19999 4.10%9°l] oAz}l WA A7} WrEA] 24 5
oF 3l A 77 F(performance standards)S A& 4 Ut AHr|EFd= A
AAZE, gHlst 2 Agry A AA Ags ARE Tl U AF
= olgd dEs AFHor a2 AZE o] U= (sparingly and
where there is a legitimate national interest)’-oFoll AR&gttiy BFETh
(DTLR, 2002: &5 4.2).
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3) Z|IER| ZAt

ARAA DA = AL 7HAE FT

= AEHA] Fido] . AR O]Hd oFE —32’?_] A A (audit), A
(inspection) H A A< 7] YU(direct intervention)= F3l| Fdst= AES 7}
Aok WA FAHALS AHAgo] HEH 84S FFHsh=A, A
v A3A, g AAE Fx7F ddFHon 24

targets set are realistic and achievable)’E X.9tt} (DTLR, 1999:
714 @At HAY o] #F AR ASHE HAs= A
JHA 7% stuz FE 5 Ao 2y S gk &
=¥ 93l Aes FIAAAY] AAOoE AA 7= Ao obdA, 17
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I ag Aol o]fofAE A B AHES AT, HavkA Bt
(best value reviews)ell thgt ZHALE o2l A S TS FAAAG. 779
Hrte A3 Abste] A" Ha7bA] ZHAEh(best value inspectorate)
EE HE A o8 ZARE wotol ok RS AAXTAIZE
a7k B7bE wiRl AH 29 FA43 70 A E S AJAE 44
kst ofef o <F 1> Zo] 094 37HA 4GAE HFEE FAYT
(Stewart, J., 2003: 128).

(E 1) ZAHEe ot

AMu|aeo| EX %—?— JiMof| chist M2t
0 €& (poor) 0 7HMEX| &2 ZolcHwill not improve)
1 E&(fair) 1M A ?s‘xl 'CH(unlikely to improve)
2 2Z(good) 2 7HM 7FsAo| °'EH ikely to improve)
3 Et(excellent) 3 7iME ZdolcHwill improve)

olEl% A A4 Wbl tiE Wojolt SARASAsE HTAR
JAE A 9Jste] AZY2EE ARG AIgzrEde Hu
(compare)’ 7} H3}o} <94 F3Y(good practice)’ 2] AMES FHZet= M2 &
Aok 71 F 7IHS A=A WA Y] ddo] AAAx P H§ T

olHe AEE FrleteAl, 1Al DA (how) St S(why) gt oZS Al
718t=A? 59 d&ol EEFHATHAudit Commission, 2001: 49). H7]A <=
I3 AFES 2N AoE HFT 4 QleA, 2y I BHE0
sld AgAATA Y Agy g2gu O o) B‘E—‘;— 2 AR HFS
= AQA Fo] AHoE WFHAT (Stewart, J., 2003: 129).

4) MH|A Mulio| cHst Z=X|

A BAHLe O AAE 28R ZUGAHE Qe Fa TAEt= Ao
A B ezt ok AGAEH 19995 of ' A WA GA 7F Hal 71HA]

of ofdel Aujgta gAREe] FAsE Aol FF ARelA A7
MAE 5 e A< FA3IUT (DETR, 1999a: s.15). 97lel= @A =

AA s dRbAQl F st e 7 ol VIse €A I T dl

RG-S M 6

iy
o
B
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o} (Stewart, J., 2003: 129).
olo] wet N HABEY APAHS Eol7] Sl BE ALFEFH I
(LGAYE MY Ax2 HAE AAFFel Folstdtt (ODPM, 2003). ©]
TS oW APAXNGATE 2229 75E AASA FHA ZAY
WA g FIA7A Zote 8T SV de Al 5 AHol
MY dgE A Folgtar gelstal ok (ODPM, 2003: & 10). ©7]
A FAY F8 dHe FAHH Hauditors) F A (inspectors) 2] THEHO]
o} o] ok E3 T WY e AR AT PYAe FAHLE T
Xlﬂc}x}ilﬂﬂ 7} AR dE A% 2=AE HATS F e 713E & %1 7H
ATHODPM, 2003: & 13). 2ZE9

& A AgS Fost dARE IA
%]T;_L%HEQ} ela_éqw Heee AAY FHF Ao oy lez}x}

o =

ATt (Local Government in

r—\u:

I r>4

r.\l rlo

Scotland Act 2003: Part I).

3. Z7EX[H =0 CHSE Hot

H17kx Az thalAE 740 o 81 (Cardiff University)e] A% 2 33
AHdGAH T AFANE|(Centre for Local and Regional Government Research) 7}
AR & wo} 2001 F FE 20053 7HA H7LE A3 20068 112
HFZHIAE EYT) o] Ao x4 HIUMAA RS H7F HEE &
okat® &3 Zth (Cardiff University, 2006: 12-18).

=

RO AWAAGA 7 2001744 HuskA A #AIFHQ] 24
< A9 FHIEEY Hu7EA HIlelA 4CY A8 2001FFE 2003
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d Apolo] F7FARE, 20043 = T W0l AP I FAAE A4
A (competition)®] o] FriA oz de] AHEHA XA HF TR
7}

7b A 3R U AL H2EYE AHRIL Ha
ol o 2 e e AU
20024 2 20034 Bel 712 BH Mol uet AR
o AN WAE Zasgy, U3 APANDAE BoAYe
= AAAGA B0 4CE By AEF
o= sjystel AR RF B3 PAKE A7t Btk AuA
= 229 ABE 2002d QY HAFRHIHCPA) A
EYAs €A dy 8
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o
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20021 5l 2003139 HazkA| A e WAz 4 APAAGA = 51l
AAA BE 71%5< H7teok ste 71Ee] ool siiEo] HartA
7bel 3t A3t volHE Exste Ao oA Bk F AFE JHAA
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199 7HCPA) A =7 =YD o 2H AAx e o #A
ARAAGAERZAE NE Au2 2o Hurkx] H7t
T HurkA ZA Bae] diE ¢3tE durl, AsA
%—Wé%ﬂ AAEHBE7E AA 1@ Ade dHet dFF g
- o|t} (Cardiff University, 2006: 22-3). ©]o] ujg} Au]x

o
ot
N
N
ol
e rr
ox,
=
z o
n:Oi'

4 9
= e
Boon
i
5 E
ﬁ-ﬁ

ofN 1w
o
o i

32 o
N

ok 5
Sl

Az AAFNE F3ss ALAX A= o oA} Folr 7}
T} (Cardiff University: 18; 119).

. Qg7
1. Mol oo & =2 0ty

3 7} 3+4 7H(Comprehensive  Performance Assessment)= Y= W= XA}
kA 2 247270 o 7 7|#e Aitel Muls d4 A
THHOE Hrieted G A=oltt 2002 HATHAAEE FF St
o A EYEADTE 20009 4€7H FE£T AYTAFTEEIHCAARE T
A= AT AHFEH7E B4 A Blart st HoE thekek Azt

AA AAE SAsr] el ARAXNGA P AWFERI|HS TH3e
Hlwshs 3129 Wolth A3EdH 7 k= 713 H7H(corporate assessment),

A+ o]-8 H7H(use of resources assessment), A1H]2 ¥ 7k(service assessment) 3

Of

S 33F H7K(direction of travel assessment)®] 47} Q4= FAEC. Iy
47N WA QA7 AGA LFHEAE A ARAAGAR)] GEAZT 9 IHE
g AR, sty AGAAGAR] H2EHE AR, Oga AR WEE 2}
o]7} At} (Audit Commission, 2006a: =5 17).

AAETER 7t HAATHAA Y A FRkE s A 9 E3Eo] g F
e Fola gEd AAAGA | dejH= A B 554 (freedom and
flexibilities)= Sosl £ < U= Hop A=zl A 2]

o] =d¢f HiFe] HA ‘:} HUTA A E7F ARAAGA o] B
AMEl 2 " 7)eS e &7] WEel A=t =99 A i sE o
AT A A oﬂ A 450070 9] H117}A] H7KBest Value Reviews)7}

O
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AAHAL, °l°ﬂ el Hu7bx AR WIRE ok Al kel AR
Ao Az ool AZHAG Tste] 2002d 2= HF HALA
A3e BE ARAARA] AHE Mo nws: 4HEIYY)

(CPA)e Aol Tl E Btk RS AR Qs e AR
M2 A BES A3, T3 37, T D B 2o BF AL
A9 FAE FHFe] FHSe]l 15 APANBA} AnHos
Arh} F YT YEAS BHe B 4 b AAES wEas Ao

A3 EH 7HCPA)E 2002&3 49 a ARG J 9
1507 A DY A S(single tier) ¥ 7h2E AFRE oz AAHT 1 234
= 2 3 12¢€ ExEFAT 283 20039 6EHE 20043 12¥€7HA] 7H2E
ofgoll AXH shF AWAA A Al 2387 W YAEZHE gk Hrhr}
A5 H AT o]oiA 2005d0= YFWES 467 AWFRAHI2 7] O
o AT LH 7 AAHAED

2. ERAIS XXX ChA| 2 7H2E[of| Cist MutESEEIHCPA)
SIAZAY LI E 20023 HE 200437HA] djult RE dUAE D JLe

A L
gk o] & 2005d9l= ol AS A

Bl g5-o] 4AFAB7HCPA) TH& TE Za

TR H 71 G S H 2 E(CPA-Harder testy 2 W4T IUTHXAEE A
A FFe fr=st] fs Bt Vs wRon, 9 AN 94
A AL WA ol e 20023 FEH 2004371A 9 A F g o}
9} 20059 ©]F 9] TUEE2~E st ztEE Ay ET)

1) 2002-04H MotSetgot

(1) 4 ARz H7}
a4 A\ 2 (core services) 7= WA 67] A A H]2 - 3 S(education),

AL8] B S (social care), $7d(environment), 5-8(housing), =413 2 & A (libraries

1 HIZALEN A D A ol thafj A= g Al

3) W= =470 &
o 1t} Audit Commission, 2006¢c 2%

25 g g ole)

oXL—'
>
=2
o,
N
N
o
=)
rkax
_\-Q_,

HO
e
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and leisure), AF3] BT (benefits) - = 242t 44 AT =E Hrlste EEEZ

HAA 194 HB a4 AeE FA Al o = A AR A
& AdAE 3 #d Age] did %7}5 TAZ AEHAT (Audit
Commission, 2009b: Al). A AH] 2 H7}ol= 241 o] &(use of resources) %7}
7 2gEY. Aol g Hrbe AGGH, WE ARSA, AR, A3
< x4 on IFAHATE(auditors)o] 1] AR FS T3 HuEG
(Audit Commission, 2009b: A2). 71 Th& ‘%ﬂ]b Hrt 94AHE —r] E3 A4

0 g &0 Fojg teAE wEste] 4 AgAAGA ] F HFE A
AP A wS3 ARAR 2 47 4, S3 FY 74 2, A =
A D GA, A RAFY, Adol gl 74 1S Fosith 24 AAA®

it

A= olgA Artd F Aol w2l HA 104 HY A Y] TEL
EFEH AT (Audit Commission, 2002: 8; Audit Commission, 2009b: A3 ).

(2) 71837}t

713% 7H(corporate assessment)= H7FLAE 97] FE - 53 (ambition),
H(focus), A9 A A (prioritisation), & FF(capacity), ~J 33| (performance
management), 343 F S(improvement achievement), FAk(investment), St%
(learning) e Al (future plans) - &2 FEI AR TA o] AubA
58S 4 (Audit Commission, 2009b: A4). AH]2 H7} W3} opzhr)
AR 43 A=E o]&ste FAERE H3l 14A HA 43874 BAT v

FAE 7tFAE WGt 4 ARAAGA ] F HA4E ALMYT. THeA=
G A= 3, B 2, 28 YA A FA 47 1e Tt
Zp APAAGA = AA S wet HA 194 HY A a9 TEeE

TREHAG. 71BHIEe daps WA 24 AGAAGATE AAG IS LA
Foll avtRe) Fride]l d% #AAE AT (Audit Commission, 2009b:
A7). 7187k 2002 Re AT 2 7heEH ARE ddoE dA¢
AANEHAJT AH 29 AAHQ o] dojoF 7EHTME T BE F
O Al w2k 2003 3 2004 A5 AGAAGA A AR 7]
H717F o] FF T (Audit Commission, 2009b: A27).
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(3) AWl S FH7HCPA) TF2 23
AGAAGA o] HukAQl HIF 552 AN Brrel T1dHTE Y
sto AR AL A ATEHL e AuzET oyt Aol Afw]
25 M 5 e AFAADGA Y] TH7HA Bl wgstr] s AT
A9 HrsFe ol <& 2>o4 Ry ulel o] E-(excellent), ¥
(good), E.F(fair), 3 H(weak), FZ(poor)d] A 7 HFZ FEIY (Audit
Commission, 2002: 12-13; 2009b: AS).

E

A= 1 2 3 4
G 1 2 27 %o gls
o 2 =7 3ot EE oz
=2 3 Fof 2E ¥E Eral
4 8t o5 =2 =g
A1 St 532 18, AslAulA, AR 3F ofy Sl 75
TFE2. BE ojA2 IR, ARIMEIA, MEAE 2F of4F FSHot Tts
T3, S ST O} BE AMEIA 28 ol HSHHOF Tt

Z£X: Audit Commission, 2002, p.13 X 5 A7A

2) 2005 0|%(2005-08) MutEetEI}t - DHEHAE

() 7R

AZAAN L= 2005 GEAF B 7HLEH ARE YR dF <1
d 1>olA B vkel 2 AEE AAEEE7E 78S 2480 oA
S AE7F =98 2002 o] Fo] dojd & F A A W FF
o 7t B AR A AAE vIEA o AGFRES T 47
A A (outcomes)ZF A A 7} (value for money)E Ul S 7FZ3 Ho A3 3
7Fat obgel HEY HAstel a3 SUEE AFse AFH 1A
(strategic regulation) & ol webr AFAATEA S A HHE dojF=
b F¢4HE FAY (Audit Commission, 2003a). AL FEEH 2E Q] 7] Eub3]2
Aol 837}, Au 2R}, 73R B PR FRIE FAAH A AR

AeA o) AwbAl SEe 7187t Aol &R B A 2Tt 3 8

P>
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(O8 1) HLAS NUXXEH 2 F2ENT Muie|7| 223 (2005-2008)

. ™
R0 J12Eot
sl SH/01
HE2e =9 87
THE & e R
LHESH kel
AR HFAH

N J

ool A2l
g 25
Sl (491

MEIA &It

D 19 MHIA 28 ABIA .

ZX: Audit Commission, 2008a, p.11, Figure 1.
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AR HJrig tg, A Fokell AHAM Hi VES FFAT
g FHE AEEt 59 MFE FESAT sEY RS
A oM 8 AL E E, ea‘}lﬁr‘;-léﬂé‘}%—%ﬂ

A5 o] &3 tH(Audit Commission, 2006a: 19).

e

o o>
g
152%
dlo
N
N
e

@) 71897}

IFSTH2Eo|A 7]3% 7K corporate assessment)= ZHZre] THAAIS 2 7}
+E Aol thste] 3ol @ WY, wEkA 2005 d 9EHEH 2008 LA
BEE GAVE dHAL s F JEE AE AAYoE FAEHUY 2L A
WAAGA7E 15 AGASE DA olsfistn HuiE IR, A

T 2 A FFbel| tigk o]y olairt siFd AWAAGA Y Hx Y

fe=]
FUEAR AP BAREA, 282 AR A2 ToAE 43

N

A29). 71#H7F ' w5 ANEird 9 Z]“«]ﬂ«]t% Zste 6o ®
#97le wSEEYAAOFSTED) E= A
SRS AR LI (CSC7 FE3= of"olAul2 F5TY9E 7FJoint  Area
Review)?} FAloll AAIE AT (Audit Commission, 2006a: &% 20). H7} FA)|
= O3] AEFS RO 57 - AGAS] E 3 (ambition of the community),
=9 A A (prioritisation), & F(capacity), 34743] (performance management)
2 43 Y A (achievement) - 2 48T H7F M WA 4 FAEE F
s 158 A 4374 JoE Fosta, dd9 ‘?‘35‘% Agsto] O 1
B 47t A 718l the B7F AFE i3S (Audit Commission, 2009b:
A30). IGEEHIZES] Z|#HP7EE 3dTte A AlE ARGolAr] Wl
2008 A= MEE FEH Z#H7PE 2 AAE It 28A
2005, 2006 3 2007 AHTEHIEe Arols ANbAQ BF SEE AR
o MZE FEf] 7AFFE B AR GA = A F Al 71EE T
e TdAM & &5 AdHog AEsdh o|A& AWAAGA Aol 9
HlE 7hsetAl sb7] 913 AAAYL s 2AHUTH (Audit Commission,
2009b: A31).
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(3) Aol& Bt

A#l A ALo]g H7Muse of resources assessment)= S o= AW A
AP auditoSo] 159 JBE Edz H5E udst g 7Ee
= Aeltt. B7e ®ele= ABEH, AR, A, WA 2 A
712 g ) FAE 22T o] g Y FAlol et A2 14
AA 487HA HAFE w7, olgS FAEiA HAAAHA Aol g BIF A

& Z243AY (Audit Commission, 2006a: w5 21; 2009b: & 2.15, A22-3).

(4) AHl2 B7t

A B2 7 (service assessment)= "I A om, §A37 A HIt
t= Eokst tE ZAAIHEY AAEAE o &ste EokE FEAT A
+ FH(Housing), 27 (Environment), &3H(Culture)®] 37] &oko]il F2t&=
ojdo] g A2 (Children and young people), ¢! AFS] R S (social care for
adults), AF3] 24 (Benefits) A8 29| 37] Eofet AWF=x 7]5E 33
= AYAAGA Hfoles AW(Fire)o] EFEHAT (Audit Commission,
2006a: 5 22). 20020 AEEY FAolE A& uhe} o] W&, AS|A
Hl 2 FY 84, =3 9 gA e A EgTrT R AH2E FEANT
Ao Ais Brte de ddd =7H AHlagd oFE Asisle
M, HA7HA| o] EAREZEZAA EFE T A SHAE TFANT

Lo ANz olgd % AY FUSS AL WwAYTh A
]

ol

>

= AL 2
7he Aol Hrkeh A wihd AAXGA ] AukA =
A8t 9 o] &3 (Audit Commission, 2009b: A24). ZFAMS Eo|8 = 3
A D3] o] wrgEo] 937t AH HAR 3 7
B 29 Hrhe RSO AAl &St tiAl A FRE o] &e &
39tk (Audit Commission, 2009b: A26). Ztz+e] MulA~E & 134 F
& ARAMA s AT #d A EES ANs AR Hest 9 B

1 QB FAN] Adtel e 2ol FFY A3 1&0lE ol
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L2 - AAVEY 12 BE ANz FF
s

A
-1 - FHATSEY 7]Fd v'Y (Audit Commission, 2009b A25).

) e Bt

& (direction of travel) B 7F= A& AL o] o s A AR A
F 2483% 3o ARE AW oE FA 715t 4 ANAXGA S E
Ta8 A RusIY. o (improvement statement)©] 2t O] OF
2003 AATFH b AF EAHNCH, 20059 IdE HEAERHE A3
< "7le dd BEA O BAS FANE HUE WASAT (Audit
Commission, 2009b: =t 2.16). B7} 44L& A7 Axe] o] AN=AE
Uebd F UAEE 494 - dASHA F, FEskA FE, AAsHA
ol AAeA AU YlF - 2 BEsA FEAT (Audit Commission,
2009b: A21).

N

§]74]7”+-r]%ﬂ ol HrtE FFst ANAAGAEE AvrAR] F
we AASRoH, 5 AR WS ol <& 3>olA BE upe Zo 1
YEHAEE ARFTEE 7L 2005 o] F ARE Hol He JARAAR 7]
Aol AwkA Y& T4 24E 2006, 2007 Z 2008FE IHE FX

ATh (Audit Commission, 2009b: A33). 20063 F-H = A LAX A 7} A
2 T2 AFE #BAsE BE, 2TERARNE JopL ARSdEE 718
wzlo) Z3hE ) /‘%}Z—f{}ﬂﬂ 200591 0101"1 T GEAST ALAAG
A 9 ke AR Thdk 2006, 2007 2 20089 E Brle AT 7+ A

AN
N
olr
el
o
do o
£
=
32
v
>
g,
(@)
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é
E
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S
N
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>
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(& 3) CPA S& 2%

st | JER T 26h Ml 53
4 Z5F 304 25 2004 E
4 25 2004 20[2to| stt ofst B Al
4 20oigto| stt ofst 20[2to| stt ofst HE
4 Cl2 2 =% & Sht
3 ZF 304 ZF 3 oA 8l
3 ZF 20l 25 2 o4 B Al
3 zZF 204 2 ojgto] st} ofst HE
3 o2 2 =38 & St
2 ZF 3 oA ZF 2014 B Al
2 25204 ZF 2014 o=
2 2 o|2to| st ofst 2 0|2to] BjLt o5t & sht
2 Cl2 2 =% E e
1 ZF 304 ZF 2 oA HE
1 25 2 o4 ZF 2014 E
1 Cl2 2 =% E e

Zx: Audit Commission (2008a: 25), Table 6

3) "7 Zotof| oiEt =X|

2002 129 AA 1507 GLAZ D HeE AR tF Az AHE
H7HCPA) A7 FEHJT o2 Fa 2 ALAAGA Y AWl 5F
o] A AMMB 2 Mot AAXGA 7|BGF 4 2 HriR M9} g
A FNFAJTH (Audit Commission, 2009b: A9). A ﬂ%‘%ﬁﬂ 7} 2002 ©]% AR

oot

= AR Bl B Ee Ho TES WRAY Z|BgItelA Hst
AeE B2 AR GA o A= Fe Adstr] st 44 AR A
S ¥ (government lead official)< 194 wlAsIAT |9 A EHd & 2
ZS GRY £ YT ol 7 AIAXNHAEL EFA & (recovery plans)©l
o3t (Audit Commission, 2009b: All). Y H71E e A WAX A

of tex= dH2 A2 §5 A (freedoms and flexibilities)©] B OS2 F0
Atk AL A5 Mul2 ZHAL 39 Fd A (three-year holiday)7} 3]
dojm, 10| THE AMAANAAED olo|tolE FHYT + Y= A
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E-U2EYER 748 YW= AA 24|F AGA 3h9 AW
F(district councils)oll g HAFFH 7= 2003/
CO2EYEE AE ALAAGH ) ddA4= 2 71$E A
ol Hls) R g AH 2o B HLvE A A7) wEe] 2o HlE sk
% &g HIwol ML 20039 HE 20049744 13

[>
[
i
[
o

ARV L
2 B7pL 489 o)Fde FAY Ree Hagsln 1 Gde] s
F7ole AEH ALY Y F (principles of strategic regulation)©] TS 7+25

.?-
A (Audit Commission, 2003a: 6). o] W} TAEZYE QJAFAdH 7} 7]
W3ol Az 7HEE o] 2006 F-E 2 &H AT

1) 2003-04H CIAEZE MOEEETI}

S| AZAN A3 = 2003 62 HH 20041 129744 Al AFY
o] 2387 W T2EYEo| tigt *6]4%‘&%7]'*‘ 4= }1 7t Y

37}k %A}é‘hﬂ AR GA o 2k AR keh AA I 7%

HEA 38 59 o4, AAB7E 9 FEEILA (peer repor*[)oﬂ 13
7133 7F, A Mu)x BolQl 8 9 334 Ax(public space)dll thgh HehgE

AB| B AT A 2ol Tt AFS] B AR ZEAL | HBEF)S] 7Y, 18l 3

A AN 8T (Code of Audit Practice)ol] &A% & A HAITS] A3

7He 202 135]TH (Audit Commission, 2006b: 2; 2009b: A37). T]2E
E

-
S

b

YEO] AAQl SH& I FolA 71#H Tt o) @%HM_D%, sud B
A& E<(excellent), ¥Z(good), HE5(fair), FH(weak) I FZ(poor)oZ TH&
At Ars Wrls WHeE Aul: Wrke BEE AASHA oskth 4
AR A o] AWl 5 107114 FA - 58, A9 24, 4, 9
&, A, Auls 24 g1, o] 44, B4, o, A AE - & 44
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14 4742 4 A2 FAst FAE 7S E vt & A4 E A=
& o, 99 e A8t 2 AT (Audit Commission, 2009b: A38-40)

2) 2006 0|%(2006-09) HAEZE HutSeHHy}

O2EYE AAFFH7E 2006099 A4S HeH
Commission, 2006b: £ 22). A2 A9 AHe mE AAA L 74}
AF= Aulx A 98E 7|F O E(risk-based) TV} 71 2 FEE O
GO = Abotof Bhm, 1‘ﬂ oj-gAtolAl =& o Ithe He A=

o

TART  (Audit

=
IR w5 A FFFH A (partnerships)7} A H H(LAAs) T 2

A=E Fal 53‘53‘/‘1 2 FRY AAA TIAZA 4TS HA FUHAA
HNE WGt (Audit Commission, 2009b: A42-3). ZLEjA H7} 53
(recategorisation)S 5 W3 7H5AS RAFE FUT A7
oAt Atk TS D ARANDAZ} FRe] SBHI A )
F vlwste] FF Fo SAE AAMFEA T 2HS A=
T+ @ IALARIEETE MRls e 713 A3 SHAAN T 2EoER
olo}d « S FTUIF FH FAE FHI FeUt ATHJUG (Audlt
Commission, 2006b: & T+ 25; 2009b: Ad4). 55 ZA | 24T AUA o f
FAAGEHE AT A3 HE7F2] Y 3] (Commission panels)ZF 2% §AE]-
(Audit Commission, 2006b: £t 28). ZF HE/ISIUSol= YA @ FHA
g gua] sl ARAANEA B2 UEA & AL T B o
5o 3| AZA L7 F Pt (Audit Commission, 2006b: =T 54).
3= 7AB7E AAETE AR S50l 24E Aol AsEAE #
gty Aol ey}, gAE oA AuaABAR 2D kAl A
AR xe 22 718k B AR7F YAARJ] SAAER AHEHA o) ¢t
A AMEORE SAALIYS Y MY FEZAE(lead housing inspector), 78
FER39A9YAH(GOs), A BATZEALA|HBF), dBd A4
A 5 AAAR] ol AAAEERE FAAEE HTAT o] A TA A
AR Ao HAAEHA &It (Audit Commission, 2006b: =T 56-7).
718 7ke SHHORAN AAHTI= Z—ﬂ‘iﬂi FAEH AT AFAR A o
AANHVE FHEtESE 679 7IZHES 39T (Audit Commission,

o _\L[ rlo _E
FiF
med mlm

= o
oo o ol

ol it orr
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2006b: &+ 63).
71#E 7 el e B} v Ao E B E QI AH]A Foko digh At
Hrte 43 28] AAHA &gth 2003/043 AAH Z]#HF A Gl

[¢]

A4 BHE ALY + ASE AR B0 O A oF

SUAS 2L heE el AuBItel ASHAE Y Swe] ol wA
Fo) OFE 9y 2 A9 3A%E 4

3 2 W) D A RAFGRA LA BEF)
o B4e SYHY FHLLANA At AEAAANY A L F
& B

AAEZ 53 (Audit Commission, 2006b, &% 65).

® 0O

ofo rulm
o

o

O2EYE %7t |2 AR 93] A8 58 R & A
S Tgste 3oz FAFHAUY FHH iR Z7he] FA| o blskd]
1914 4717 HAEFE 7)1 FARE 7HEXE BgsA 428 2 JAFE
71Eo2 H2EHEY] bzl BHrt sHS ZAAT A2 HEEHE
AoEdH el 718gilo] A A Ao Higs F A 9dAF
2 7} ARk

SH AR 1dzH2ES Tt Ty AP GA
cw WAl g4, 43, BF, ﬁgk 2 202 2003-20043 2 H7}
W7 QY HE SGdAS 2 7Y Ao td 1dEH2~ES}; A
doldth. whebA 20060 2 1 o] %9 FE2 2003 F 2004\ 0] B
HRE A dAZ vt 7Hs3st (Audit Commission, 2009b: A48). THIF
B7F FAZE 107014 5AAE E2307] Wil Hlart 7beste s FAE Tk
A 2 FETES AT A ﬂl A8 AT, FAE teAe BHG A
7, 283 YA 47 FAO] 247 28 Foste AoE 2ASAT (Audit
Commission, 2006b: =% 71).
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4. dEEEIHCPA) OIM REFASEHE7HCAAZ

AAEYHNE AE 29 T %) =
ARtk AYRATAL ot FU PFEAD, o) tharel Fae A

2
i)
2
il
rg
>

o ﬁoﬂ 371] IS HA = '—‘11:”9.‘?_ /‘W]é%"] A2
I 355 < "7l AT (A

doll= 33, 9 9 AdEA s 2@t AFF5F3A
th3zsto] APFAR A oF FR-FHFSAGYAHA Aolo] AT
o] AA= 1, geljd 43+ H (outcomes)o] THEE=AE BAUs7] st A
2L F7HAEZTO] EUFH AT (Audit Commission, 2009b: &% 1.21). weh
TE AAH7I=E o)A AR GA|e AAS dolA A7 AAE )
Ao g Holok a1, thkd FTFATE AFstE Aulxe A A 2HE

oi o;:
ol

[ mlm l‘ll‘

_>.:

gtojof gt} o]k WstE WA o AWAAGAE HIRSI »E AT
TE/10Ee) AYe WA Fustn A FUsAA FFAA A4S AT
T 5 AEE 249 U AYTIFFHIHCAA) AETF APHE L B

H(Local Government and Public Involvement in Health Act)

1. Mzl oo & =ity

A F39 7HCAA: Comprehensive Area Assessment)i= 3| 7A€ 3]
(Audit Commission)E HIZ3 A& S AAH| 2~ ZHA7|HEo] A
FTaAHI 2 A3 B TR kow A $AEAE AR R FEAE
AS AJAE FFo2 HUlsh= A=o|th (Audit Commission website:

AA FAQs 1). ©] A== AWTY(local areas, places) HAE 7t tjde
'3]'04 X]HJZPX]?}XJV} G=o® TE OE ANARIE AlF 783EH FF
21 At (partnership) g &3t FZEste= A 74 2 (outcomes)oll B7He] =H

&
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S gt AAEFHIKCPA)S BT W o] AxE Hriel Wyt X
Ut A9EE9I AR gAY 2Tz Re] A 2We £99
o wkel AYFEESRE 7= 1A 27 B AJ(PCTs: Primary Care Trusts) ¥}
A 9 REBRH7)BE T3t AupAn]A HEloZ Hyrle] J9S 3R
stod 7N Z1@ES AAET ol ol XF S0 AR dYste AYgFH
d BARIEAE W7HRY RS Al 22N ofyg}t
ATY A #stod, HAS FHETE wH o #sto, A FHsE
WA RTE AHAAE Brrst w7k Ee} A $AEE tho]l FAE
o} (DCLG, et al., 2007¢).
AT OE‘&féb:;’ﬂ(CAA) 2006%3 108 F&FTo Ao B3 ZF WA

o
=)
rtL}i

A A A3 7] 295 (New Performance Framework)2] €3t 2 T1E T
Al WS =713 34| E(national performance indicators), A7 H 2HLAAs)
L ALFHFEH7HCAAE T4 84E st AH|2~ g9 A9FRIF9] A
go] A& A7+ H 2HES 9ET (DCLG, 2009a: &5 8). AH= WA
20073 108 198719 =7MHAER Y FF I7HAEZIWNIS: the
National Indicator Set)S WESIAUTE oA TYAFEI AWARY AAE
HYste FYT AE 2Fo2A4 BA 12007000 2IH A FFY =71
ARES GYY AE 2FoE Tt ARY F5 HFE 4T Zloth
T F/HAEZFNIS)S 2008 49 LEEFFOH, FA HurtxAH#A]
E(BVPIs)Y AHgRE Hoko] Anfsrir) 23

Framework) A% 5 7129 27} A FE 25 HAHAJT (DCLG, 2007b:
4; Audit Commission web site: NIS). M Z-% FE| 9] AW 3KHLAAs)S Al
AAAY 7| 2R AHNOZA 1507 A5 AWAATA Y 2+ FIEE
WAA A B AR~ FE FY|BEC] FFSE Ik A4S Fot
of IR EZY T AFHoE AT 52 ARE 35W7HA AR
st dof FxE AAste Zlolvh Al 49 AT 2008 d 6
15070 A Tl A AAFJT (DCLG, 2009a: 5+ 10). ApA o2 27

]

l

A
71 (PAF: Performance Assessment

Hir ol

R

FWAHCAAE AWANTA 5 AR =TT/ BB HYe Fuse
% BARA YAEY 37}(CPA)E QAF Amolch oz e ARTHH o}
(LAAs)l MAH BEE BEolx I/ ExTe BE AR e 4AE



144 TAE|DEt, M42AH M2E

H7}et} (DCLG, 2009a: &1 13).

ALTHTHHE7HCAAE HIFEst] WAM7E Abe 7] Al=sd ANA
¥ 2 BAFor FFHdH(Local Government and Public Involvement in
Health Act) 2007 &3l HASEHAD. olet A AHY #Ad FAHEL
20079 49 F8 FFEF FAVIREANA A2 FYste] ANFIEEEI}
(CAA) AEE M B =dstetes dF5 FoAsiith oA st AT
oujoM FEHtE T TdY HT WHOoERAM AWFIFEHEI}
(CAAY7} BA3FH T (Audit Commission website: Background to CAA). ©| A
% 20009 495E AGEAoH 2009 1€ A BuAzp @zkE oF o]
o Brke AR o|FolAL wid ST Ao A& Ao dHs ¥
3t} AL FTAE7HCAA) = AR AR 2 o] &t Bl A AEdl Al T

T

So] 43 Q& AT B PRt FYHA FRE AT o|Z
2 B3 ARETE 2T AWIFANL 2HOERE AuiE F T
T QEA, GO AU FY AYL odAE BT F Yk FFAHA
o FFA AL Mol BaF PR Wt FPE E5L G4
& 4T S FHAEE QU ARl GAE FF AYol F P
g3 Qrks B3 F7h $Awsle AH) B PRE ATV (Audit

Commission website: CAA FAQs 2).

AR 2TE ZF AQAE M Ak & AlFH I AeA, 58 ZHe F
8 Ao 2 AT & d& AJAE AH3Y. o5 A= A
A2 ¥ 3] (Audit Commission)S  HIE3te] HEAH| 243 (Care  Quality
Commission), 74 Z-7AL7]1(HM Inspectorate of Constabulary), 1 =7+A7]3
(HM Inspectorate of Prisons), 2 &2 7AL7]¥HHM Inspectorate of Probation)
I 0 -SE YA A (Office for Standards in Education)©] SATF H A H| 234
€3(CQO)= 73] 91 Y 3] (Healthcare Commission)9} AL B 5 7HALS] ¢ 3]
(Commission for Social Care Inspection)®] 7|55 153te] 20099 4€ 414

ATt

il
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A Y3 (Audit  Commission)=  AAHH(inspectors) 2 SIH AT
(auditors )% FAHE9] 9l ARFHFGASPAH(GOs) HHE AP 1
ZA sk Aol ATrE ] A, A3t B ome Ae] tid 7 Y S
Hele d frelshy] dEolth AR 3= =7 2 AT Ao ARE
FAEE Astste 9 A B7F 2 A 'e Adshr] fste] AT

TY& s o) #HFse 4189 AWTYTHEI AETHCAA
Leads)S U39t (Audit Commission 2009d: =& 141). HEAH] 2849
3(CQO)Y M7= w3 ARFEFAAAPAAY 79 AA wt AAd
o} oldl wet 9w FHAYG FAAYAS} 417 FHALARE Fo FA
417821 3|AZA %H A =%} -3A AT (Audit Commission 2009d: &G
142). WHFEFH 7 (Ofsted)S THE A= A ANT9ETEE 7}
(CAA) ?3%1%: SR 2R AEAE /e wAst 4 AREEEd
“63 J S92 199 gakgol wigE ) o9} g4 ZF A A A gAE A4l

& WHshE ASEFHIHEY ARE ATIFoE HEL F AT (Audit
Commission 2009d: &+ 143). T2 ZA|H &, AZ2GAVE, A =2A713
2 BSWEAIRE AT AEEHIHCAA) A TEC] FHse 549
Ay} Zpzte] AR HlFste AAMES ALIFTE (Audit Commission
2009d: &t 144).

i

3. Fhgrtet 7(2tgEot
A E G 7HCAA) = ?L Jé 7Harea assessment)®} 7|33 7K organisational

[¢)
27k Al SAedde] drht @ AL JEAE BAIBE] FFOE
F

Fddth 719Eks 54 AT Yol AAHe g A47ke FFAus
FF 71250 @ Brlelvh. BN JlBels AWANGA, LgFEr) D,
1A 27| BAZKPCTs) 5ol Atk AR APEL AGFZozA AW
Tl ik 7 8 71AHTrE Fget] ANETAN 2L S AT

HAA A AEA hAS ZAAA 2 A E Agste 9
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1) 7487t

1) 7id 2 H7F W&
T4 % 7Harea assessment)t %79 (Local Area Agreements) 3 A%
AL8] A&7 7 Z(sustainable community strategies)oll E3H A E9 9 W

Yol ws 3 4A BEES Ble BHOE Yok AWHOE F8
=R
5

ol

Aol FoljIAE AY FHEE g2, A A ESEA A ZHSCS)S 7
ABAAGA B D5 FHr|HEC] BT FYE Tl =T SAHAEHE
9g3sta aEe XIHH@";% A&H o g2 WHHAT7] g 7| EA Folt}. A
FFAFGRLAA)S THEFL ARAXNGA 94 5] FH7|AE Aol
AT ZxE FPEHE AL 799 A 2 aA9 24
& grejoltt, AR =8 AYAAGAVF 502 B FEFAAUE
Azt AAAAE BEAAYE o JojA w7t SAEHE wEsta I
4 15 =4 PHE AFs] 8 Yy A7 EZFNS)E YT
ARTAEFH7HCAAE HAY 18 2 4F AXRE TH3 o] 7714
Fx5 g 4745 Ryt
AR AR $AEHE 2o ol A]

7F W E A B £ 5°] 1 o o]t (Audit Commission 2009d: &5 34).
ZAZIBEL olFA AT =& 434 A (outcomes) ] Bl A A
H[ 2~ 22150 FJAAow o Oé'f%k*% WA EAE BEY AR Ao}
Ho g g FHAA FFARH] P F S AJAE W wet
Al T 7} (area assessments)= ZH2He] AW Yol oy Al 71AY HE

Jrh} & gAstn QEAE Hrhshe o

—_

o

@O AFe] $AEA7F AGALS Y] a9t diS drht 2 Fdska Jlevk
@ Za= s AR J'} Aol drpv & AFHAEH =Tk
@ A el e A2 oJH7F? (Audit Commission 2009d, =% 35-6)



= = j . oo o %o T wo T
WG W W @ M ® R X o o Mo B oSF OB W R N W
B B B R O3 Fo o % R % R O™ R A Mo I o T )
- o 2 T o N T oo B ™y R Ry gy 9 g R
% Fdpo s op T T AT w L = 24
I w PhpREw TR N 5 T o T o T ool oo
RTINS RS R T TR R RS R A g
o) Mo e Eﬂ‘m.mamﬁﬂ' o Moo X ok %ﬁrﬂ&m&%@%%% N
%Lu]ﬂemﬂ%aT?MoWé%%E7nnﬂwﬁo wﬁmoEA_%ESXnum&_TMmmﬂ
CRRCI o MW T M LR R + ¥
o KK KT o] s} ~ ,UI:.L\) AN EOT :
> AW o <o WP Mo ol S W O o o o % oF ~
B R A R SERET Y LT E DS
~~ _— —_
REpe e BIAT 88 4w Mo 5 RO T g
WE T IR M e g ERT 2 o B0 5@ T oo
oﬁ]l,,DrW_.ﬁ 2 — B x = gdﬁﬂL%LV Ml_.uNL(e\A S BOX
O = LY o oo 8 E o TR N T =N TR L
w ® g T Pk e T o2 B <® By x == T % M ™D
?ﬂfrmoﬂ,m@i%wrmmhwwﬂﬂ% muﬂmmmﬂqﬂmmﬂu..im
o N R~ Tr 0 -z —
Lg R 28 5 ol T N g Rp mm%m I xﬁmo.sﬂﬂwom
pR WP E gy SN M o TP T ww ERERR S
ﬁﬂx}_dﬂ_]@%}o .17M_n_rm1ﬂ & m N N 5 S S -
B z ® L e N v o ATt — 4 @ o_@A]m
ljv;on_u ~ T = dlw_ X — = C]r X
JlﬂeTﬂrmuEZduq_maZﬂoL.m n_rm].._]ﬂldu Z‘Nr,._aa:thoE._ﬂn )
o L B S S T S vl N 9T 5 29 F o 2
e = A A w2y 8w TT R o5 E
PT X e s TPk DU 5F Tw  NF
_ . = W T o ~n T - =8 N @ oxE o, e R DN (=
LTI I O N i T N ~ SN G S
Fop i < BXZEL o w 85 % b N T R RT oo 2
__ O\nw‘mu] E._O.I Ll]mm _Aﬁlilliﬂn 1r_|_hi _IL.CO
ﬂ%%ﬂm%%@dmﬂ% em T Eg g T TN o K
ch;mﬁ%mwﬁd.DmT7ﬂwéoz]oﬂnm;omm AT R B e P GRS
=E o g SR 2T g e E TR sAzoavE s R
wﬂo%o_ﬂw%%ﬂm%mo__ﬂmur_ﬂmao_bwom %%ﬂiﬂﬁ%.@ﬂ.ﬂrﬁﬂ.
0 ~ It 2
hE LT ER R E M PTFTRNT L o XTOT ke e W W ORT AT B
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o) de) @ AU Anel W ey HPA ALHA Fohe Pl
EA5te] Bagth age YAAAS FPAT] dsted Relvt e =
= —?—7}751?_ _%7'(]7} 2)\01 0]: ST AIREC] FEOE RS WSS
9]

7}11:1

ru{o

Ho o]—Z] orottha 6HA1 o] = A7 —’T—t U Th (Audit Commission
2009d: & 66). A kT A Zidbel| e ASH SR It o] F
ojd, 2] Fojzt o ol AHstA grhal BHEY thE BuA7F 34
Mo wzkd uf AAECE AR vlEdAES fAE] fEte Ao T
AG7be A QYT okl Mskd FES Hrhske %j—“ﬂ“ﬂ% ks
T} (Audit Commission 2009d: &% 68). AWTHFFH7HCAAE 2 AT
Aol tEPolw wetx FHEE SAEA7E R3] wiEel ﬁ%OI o
g 4HAH g~EV v ?%HX% UA Frh. A2 EA ATk
(LAA) =v HA B3 diste, 281 224 T dA9 A% Jd3 2
o = 06 PEY FAS g RE FojA (Audit Commission 2009d: ¥
60). Z2ULe] F7F Aol A A 7] wiel 57 AL E 7ol w3t

o] =ao) = Zlto] M3 §le FE 9

-

2) 712k87t

(1) 7
7133 7}(organisational assessment)= 4 I e} Aol & FHofE
o ARFFAHI 2 THES AR OE F V]%ﬂroil‘i—‘ﬂ i Ay
of Axve] 71EHA g ZopE o g 23 S
714g7rE wet mes Z18grte] i AR g2 7 Ak
71| AT AAAA o] 7 e F 7B 7|HH 7t
A wFEY. 53 7HHIbAA 5H dExA9 Vot s ®
g ARE ‘/}EW]L A wE =4 Jhdte FAEHWH IR Y 7|39
Bt A B A= A RuEa 3 3
M= 718G 7 oA Bo FH 2l
SEv AR A% YR O

Z |o Az ox
2 i

[>

= J
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B3 4 3T} (Audit Commission 2009d: =T 69).

2ol H7Huse of resources assessment)T 3] A AR 3] (Audit
Commission)7} A ¥ALXGA|8TE olyel B, Az 2 48 7|#E 3
etk A A A3 = 20099 29 Aol & Hrte| 54 AEE XF
NAT IR A AN B4 (Code of Audit Practice)oll Wl I
AFATE (auditors)©] FHIPE AFE HF7t HoEE Ado]§ H7t=
Agsts e sk ok o] AW AGAA DA S} BAAMR] 2,
B, 2ga &% B F2Tg 718 25 fASH A8EHY AH e,
718 B MEl2 2F3 AdH Y 37 FAE okrEE 4 dEY
A& vge Foh AAAY 7137 Aol daiAe ol E AVE

= 343 A7) vpeEE o] ok (Audit Commission 2009d: &5 70-3).

(2) ABAA A 7)1 #H 7}

71877t TR AAANGA A g Hrhs AT SEHHCAA)
o BAAQ g4ty IR AAAEA 7} k=
A ZEsivle AAEAA A ARTHF 3
A2 GA D Azl tieiA e IAZA LS 71AB IS AASH
J, BRPAux~7 Ry A =
(CQC)St 4 Z7rA71H(MHM Inspectorate of Constabulary) 5©]
ARE ALFALZHHCAA)O FHET AWAAGA J@ABTE A
GA 7 Aol &l AAM AA THAE driv & FRSEA, T8al 42
£ oE9A & FEeAE VIFo R 9t O Ades FHUtet 34 4
718 AAAYA AAE 75T G99 FHS RIANE IR AAA

WA BRI AGHE GUH AT FEe Thg <E 4ol4 HE B

o

o
v
r
ol
ofy
>
R
[
rir
f
fol
>
R
[>
ot
o
(o}
o
tok

J

WS EZPAH A (Ofsted) T RIAM N 2L A (CQO)E odo] B Ha
d AME| 20 4Rl AR RS AN 2 AHE Hrbsle WHEAH RS AE
H{3th ol F 78 HMEHAE AN TAH7HCAA) AlF-3t=
g Hoh FAAHYA WES HEE Igen o] 4 Bt A3 A
WA GA o] 7| AH T o] EFE o] HiE il lol= wrgET. o

gk 7]o] ¥ 7}(contributory assessment)= A 23 s HAAFow AA

o

o
oy
®

o
hintd

¢

L4
2 2 e
4

X

o



150 rAls(ntst, M42@ M2=

=)
riu
R
olN
o
N

Atk A EZPAAI BIAR 2349 A3 9 Hr}
AR GkA & AREA QL e o] A= e
< stk 28y :L&*Ol sl Twol &t A-Fdl=

= s AFAAGA S HA Ao & F
o} (Audit Commission 2009d: &%+ 79, 83).
71897t Aee A JAee Adol gl oA ARFIA HAFE
St Y9 HrE ZAEY. Aol g FE HAAI Hee Al 7
A FA Fop B SHE ol &I & HEY HrE F
o] <& 5571 ol &HT 1 WES Y WA Ay F

o
)
o

L
huy
2=
T
il

dol & Foke Harh 2od Ao HlE HA A
T FEe At e Avde dAIEEel A

s S AAHJ] AR A-E AAS
Az FAEE Hrlete H YoM AZF AF
NA E o oW FA HlFE T Foof 3t=A
Commission 2009d: &% 88-9).

(E 4) 7B HA R B

= i a5 8
TR PERE THAT WSATS Hop] T WA 42
o om0 BN
e T e g sw opteln 50l SEReDY
: WD S, A2l e SR, 1217 USAER, ol
8 HeFeIs0| $28 BRI
R0l SMAE 3 NIAE 7Ha] Pl A0 UF B3 5
e o A H| 2 HHIAE HBAT SN
g | Bl DIl T2 | s o daelE S SEeHT A2y g doleist 228 B
clg et 401 48 2| 2
5oz 2431 BEUREH) 2 IR B 2 ARSI SN
EE2IE of SR, T2 2%E USEAAARE SEHT QAT
&1 4 OPiFRE 3| NeNAg 28NoE NEdD YN
TAPID WS JHIE| B Sua%l 7E U Ao 420 552 S AuE E8Noz
FE| i AR, | Bl
ord o 7y ol| e PAaeel 2ue N ol o e EEN0E A
22| 2, ZAHAD AN
A1 al StAln
e X}EJMJEJW%‘;:TEJ RIS 28 RSN Al AT 3 B0 Yol 20
gt T

Z£X: Audit Commission 2009d, p.26.
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= —_—o
Aojnz|
mEE 1 2 3 4
1 1 1 1 1
xtel 2 1 2 2 e 3 2 = 3
= 3 1 2HEE=3 3 3E=4
4 1 2E=3 3E=4 4
S| oo
1. #|Aste| of L EFAF|X| Rt =3 225 A (poorly) =
2. Zaste| o|R0E EFEAF|= =A ﬁéﬁiﬂl(adequatelv) &
3. 25t |E'E Zo 2stE =3 2451 (well) =
4. Z|A%te| 9|22 FJ| X1} HAMEE EE E.*%Giﬂl(excellentlv) =8

ZX: Audit Commission 2009d, p.30.

L AT HOKLAA), A47Hs WARBSCS) L THE Ao Fod
2y

. ZIAEZFNIS) D HE ZF7HH b oE

- AT, A 2 FIH A (audit), THE AT BRHAA E2E B
d SAAE

L AAE} R BARARRE el FAAE § A $AEe) 34
gelof o] g5 E A B AR
AR EdgRAAdYH A (GOs), A
(TSA), 8 2 29 AL3] A (HCA), 3

u:\_. ZH]X]’_J.L

| HARAA, dAdAN =A

& u
qresey 5 o slue) By

- FH, A3AY 23, AW 7Y 59 A (Audit Commission 2009d, T

100).
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@
AN
times) Yol A{HY. FA|AES HEARS

Tt ¥Ee IES
AYst= F&H 74 2~E(joint assessment system)S F3 FHARE UZ3}
3 Gt} olg A EFdo] Ild AKHE= Vs 3 AW HFA AT
ot ZAZ|EEO] o'l FWARE o]&stal, T ofE9A A o=

3
2 Al
HA=AE T A3 (Audit Commission 2009d: & 117). ARHE
FA M IAZAI L3S A =H(Lead) EE BA ZAZ oY EAHAB
(auditor)©] FHARE AFSHAU F7t2 ARE FHoF sle FE2HA &
ol Bad FUt Utk SUARY FUHA fEE= EFA o g HH F o]
of 3tH, 7hsstd g W st FHB et 7| BB L FAel A o] &H
ojok gt} q&AHQl FFelAe g AES Eolue d L FHA
S5 A5 st f% ZAKtriggered inspection)E AAIZCE 7 A
A JA ARl AAEa ARAAGA L FErHEA BT
gS 2 A2 AL 243 (Audit Commission 2009d: &
1

30-2).

12
o

A
1=
B
s

2) #AH |

ote] <1¥ 2>+ AWTHITIEHCAA) EFY F71E HEHoE AN
sl Utk A ES 4 A= 14, 349 9 odo] A 79 g 7]
B0l AGFUNEY &75 FFANIIEA, ARdHe] F4HL AeA, 1
23 A7t AF BEE AAH A BT A E I, o
Ae AH S8 Ee fPHe Frode m7H4 F39 24 1o 3l
e HoFe AEe v ¥ad SHARE o= 2490, A8 A
de HuMR BRHA s AT ARTEFAAd A FFA ol FA A
718 Abel gl met Z71E= A AA A e HEr|RsoA A" A
dE SFAIIE AL Lo o] FHe FA oA #ofst B A
ol A dFE Fray] fsiAoltt. 94 108 FAVIBEC] &
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154 TAB|TE}, MA2H H23

o|J

of

o] A A (Audit Commission

2009d, =% 171).

x9o. 4

e 7 A Aot 2

=7HA ZEZFNIS)O =

L
L

7187}

ol
=

S|
~

FWARS AR 2

-

2 0]
&
b o

N

dolejetx YA, A

=
T

N

B

EE =4 o] RuAd §AHTE

24

et 3,

A

7HA A

a2l A

3y

4

AEE A

Z:Y_]_-

gl of
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Nfo

i
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olt}, 1y

]

ol

O

V. 7 o]

A Rojolq 204 F7te] E2 opgel Aol YTk 19979 A

=59 (New Labour) gH-2] A|n

bl

<]
pul

o 4

%7

U

ERE

=S

o, H7}X|(Best Value) A=l A

o)
AA ATYEFAH7HCAAZ TH

[

QJJoz 3

o2t

)

btk WA A3

9

=
=

4 7HCPA)
ATs APAAGA D Hu7}x] 7|Bo=Z A XA

Ko

B33 Ao 2 19991 d A HA ol H A 35} E]

o 200083 ABHLTE ol Fal ARAATA} o 5AAIZHCCTel

Hsh o] 1

L+ oA

Azl F7shoF & 2

1=}
T

o) A

=
=
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ARk A3 FEAg Aok ste o F AL FAHAS. oy Havt
A A=e E MRlE 9 7E s sty 2F A EEHA] dEe] oE
A BA AR ZRT 235y ¥ A AAAeH, HarkA] o F-9
ojg AR5 A8ty AT AAF FHe] tEFAor SIS
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