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Abstract

This paper surveys the local government laws of different countries, including

Great Britain, Germany, European Union, United States of America, Ireland, Japan,

and People's Republic of China. It serves as a comparative study to a highest

discussed field in Taiwan.

1. Local governmentsis afunctional design within an united entity to achieve the
goal of decentralization, which in return brings about efficiency and helpsto
promote democratization on local levels. Loca governments are not states. Their
decision cannot go beyond the national statutes.

2. The states of German and USA, and Ireland or even France, Italy, has adopt the
small- sized localities. On this background the Zweckverbaende in Germany and
the Special Function Districtsin USA provide as institution for the mutual
cooperation between them; the region in France, the Regierungdbezirke in German

and the specialized branch offices of the separate ministeries are the designs of the



state to monitor and cooperate. Reorganizations are necessary and are done in some
countries in the past years.

3. The German model recognizes the localities as the status of public corporation, in
contrast to the Dillon's Rule and the Ultra Virus Doctrine in the Anglo-American
tradition, which treats the localities as local units of the states and they stay under
the strict control of the state parliaments. Since World War |1 the states of USA
have begun to protect the localities by listing of items, which the legislative
disposal are forbidden. Further they classify Localities and the first class cities are
given the home rule status, which equalize that of the German design. The PRC
counts despite of the huge population and territory as a unitary state. The relations
between the central government and the Provinces are political rather than purely
functional. The free election in rural townshipsis as a democratic practice highly
expected among western scholars.

4. The functions of separate local levels are worldwide the same. The towns handle
the purely local matters:. cultures, rituals, sports, recreations, garbage, kindergarten,
local public market, local traffic, local orderliness (safeguard etc.). The counties
execute under the constructions of the state the statewide matters of middle-ranged
quality. Statewide matters are those, which interfere with the state power in the
private domain. The counties should be empowered to del egate the jurisdiction to
towns.

5. The state monitors the legislative and executive doings of the Localities. Thereby it
should respect the local autonomy written in the constitution.

6. The Localities are given the power to legidlate, execute, plan, organize, recruit,
budget, so far asit deals with purely local matters. For statewide affairs, the
localities have the powers only when the state acts delegate or not expressly deny;

the state furthermore monopolizes or shares the power of organization and



recruiting of highly relevant positions.

7. Magjor-council, council-manager and council alone, are the three mgjor political
systems on local levelsin worldwide comparison. The third counts asa* harmony”
design and applies often to small towns; the first model in contrast is full of

conflicts between the two sides, and get frequently adopted in large cities.
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