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A Performance Study on Forest Recreation Areas in Taiwan
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ABSTRACT

This study employed DEA-CCR and DEA-BCC model to assess managerial performance
of 17 forest recreation areas by Forest Bureau in 2006 and applied CEM model to identify the
best practice. In addition, bilateral model was utilized to compare areas offering lodging with
areas not offering lodging in terms of performance.

Results of the study show : (1) Kenting Forest Recreation Area is the best practice ;
(2) all forest recreation areas operated poorly on technical efficiency and CEM scores ;
(3) pure technical efficiency is with an average score of 0.8792 ; (4) a forest recreation

area performing well on pure technical efficiency not necessarily performs well on technical
efficiency and CEM scores ; (5) forest recreation areas which offerd lodging service
outperformed those which do not.
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