[bookmark: _Toc1]Article information:
问责、透明化与当代政府的责任困境https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/mj195BNl-CMogxdWJPmx1g
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This article examines the two types of accountability mechanisms: question-and-answer accountability and sanction-based accountability, and explains their development and limitations.
2. The article argues that the logic of sanction-based accountability promotes transparency in government processes, but fails to eliminate ineffective or irresponsible behaviors.
3. The article suggests that trust should be used to reconstruct the accountability system so that government agencies can actively fulfill their responsibilities.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides a comprehensive overview of the two types of accountability mechanisms, their development and limitations. It also offers an insightful analysis on how trust can be used to reconstruct the accountability system so that government agencies can actively fulfill their responsibilities. However, there are some potential biases in the article which need to be noted. For example, it does not present both sides equally when discussing sanctions-based accountability; instead, it focuses more on its limitations rather than its benefits. Additionally, there is a lack of evidence for some of the claims made in the article; for instance, there is no evidence provided to support the claim that sanctions-based accountability has failed to eliminate ineffective or irresponsible behaviors. Furthermore, there are some missing points of consideration which could have been explored further; for example, how different countries have implemented different forms of accountability systems and what effects they have had on public administration. Finally, there is a lack of counterarguments presented in the article; while it does provide an argument for why trust should be used to reconstruct the accountability system, it does not explore any potential counterarguments which could challenge this argument.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Accountability systems in different countries
· Impact of accountability systems on public administration
· Benefits of sanctions-based accountability
· Limitations of trust-based accountability
· Counterarguments to trust-based accountability
· Comparison of accountability systems in different countries
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