09-16-[1]

Meeeemes O} 1EH K| O T12)
TTTTTE Ot B x| AL ¢

KOREA LEGISLATION RESEARCH INSTITUTE



The Institutionalization of Standard Cost Model
for Best Practices in Evaluation of Legislation

A7 : FYE(FFTPALTY AYATAY)
Park, Young-Do

2009. 10. 31.

' 2EExe e

u KOREA LEGISLATION RESEARCH INSTITUTE



1990

“ (Better Re-

gulation)”



Abstract

In 1990, The European Countries has launched a comprehensive strategy
on The Better Regulation policy. It is aimed at simplifying and improving
existing regulation in order to enhance the design of new regulations and
reinforce rule compliance and effectiveness. Administrative Costs are an im-
portant determinant of the business environment. for example, unnecessary
reporting a company's employees can spend more time on core business
activities which reduce production costs and allow additional investment
and innovation activities to materialise, which in turn should improve
productivity and overall competitiveness.

Regarding the question of how to reduce these burdens, this report pro-
poses that the Standard Cost Model(SCM) make a significant contribution
to reducing administrative burdens. This Report include the presentation of
cross-country comparisons to reduce administrative burdens on the basis
of SCM document and the Review of SCM. In Conclusion, This Report
demonstrate that a certain minimum level of technical harmonisation of
definitions will be required to allow the SCM in our country, to produce

meaningful results for setting up of Evaluation of Legislation.

# Key Words : Evaluation of Legislation, Standard Cost Model, Re-

gulatory Reform, Better Regulation, Better Law- making
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