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Abstract
In this follow-up research on legislative
liaison mechanism on Taipel City
Government, author tries to answer three
research questions. First, if the
executive-legidative relation is based on
information-exchange behavior, what are
the core elements of this relation? Second,
under the demand of accountability via
transparency from citizenry, how isthe
trust-building behavior possible when both
sides have incentive to reveal other’s
information to citizen to avoid blame from
policy failure? Third, if accountability via
transparency and trust-building between
executive and legidative branchesis a
trade-off, what implications can this



trade-off bring to the design of the
executive-legidative liaison mechanism?
Answers to these three questions will reveal
the real world executive-legislative
interaction under theoretical basis and they
can be very helpful to public managers with
a deep concern on maintaining
executive-legidative relations for the sake
of governmental efficiency.

Key Words: Accountability, Transparency,
Trust, Executive-legislative Relations, New
Institutionalism, Transaction Costs, Game
Theory
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