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Abstract

This Report comments the results on SCM-Compact for Information
Obligation required in Restaurant Law, which was adjusted overall by
German's Bertelsmann Foundation and was enforced in Brandenburg and
Niedersachsen from September to November 2007, and they are translated
into Korean. In the context, Ex ante and ex post measurement for Re-
staurant Law were performed. Ex post measurement is to assess how
much it entails information cost due to Information Obligation under Re-
staurant Law currently in effect. Ex ante measurement is to assess how
much it will entail information cost in the case that Restaurant Law,
drafted in Brandenburg and Niedersachsen, is legislated in effect.

In Brandenburg and Niedersachsen, background to apply SCM-Compact
to Federal and State Restaurant Bill is to seek optimum legislation to
control restaurant business. That is, when restaurant law, through reform
of federalism restructured in 2006, belonged to exclusive legislative juris-
diction of individual state, Individual states were concerned whether they
would apply the established restaurant law or they would legislate new
restaurant law. In the process, To fulfill the policy issues, abolition of bu-
reaucracy and/or reduction of administrative cost, it was necessary to
verify which plan would curtail information cost more between a plan to
apply the existing law and a plan to legislate new one.

Resultingly, in the case of Brandenburg, it appeared to costs 154,399
euro of information cost as the result of ex post measurement for federal
restaurant law and was anticipated to cost 6,247 euro of information cost
as the result of ex ante measurement for state restaurant bill. On the other

hand, in the case of Niedersachsen it appeared to costs 308,331 euro of



information cost as the result of ex post measurement for federal re-
staurant law and was anticipated to cost 63,401 euro of information cost

as the result of ex ante measurement for state restaurant bill.

% Key Words : SCM(Standard Cost Model), SCM-Compact, Federal
Restaurant Law, State Restaurant Law, Information

Obligation
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(Gewerbeordnung)
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Berlin , Brandenburg , Niedersa-
chsen , Nordrhein-Westfalen Saarland
( )

14) Gaststattengesetz(GastG) in der Fassung der Bakanntmachung vom 20. November 1998,
zuletzt gedndert durch Art. 10 Zweites BurokrartieababuG vom 7. September 2007(BGBI.
I S. 2246)

15) Gesetz zur Anderung des Grundgesetzes(GG) vom 28. August 2006(BGBI. | S. 2034)
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19) Leitfaden fiir die ex ante Abschatzung der Burokratiekosten nach dem Standardkosten-
Modell(SKM), 2007, S. 25.
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