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Abstract

About the compatibility between Political Science and Public Administration in
these two academic circles is important. Basically speaking, the connection and
conflict of democracy and bureaucracy is in fact the intertexture between both.
Therefore, the first part of this article starts from the agency theory, including the
assumption and intention, and analyzes the democratic governance structure from the
transaction costs. The second part discovers the difficulties of multiple-agent relations
and talks about the failure of representation in the Bureaucracy, trying to reform the
design of the system. The third part articulates the concepts of democratic
administration, including the intention, characteristics and how to ascertain it. Finaly,
concluding the contradiction and dilemma to bring up some concrete actions to
practice the democratic administration as the conclusion and suggestions.
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