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Abstract

I . Background and Purpose

[ ] In Korea there has been a lively theoretical discussion of
incipient phase on the legislation effect assessment until the
middle of the first decade of the new millentum, and some
foreign model cases have also been introduced continuously
up to now. But it seems to be yet insufficient, on the other
hand, in terms of the scientific phase in the sense of shaping
relevant theory systematically, and in terms of the level of
real embodiment of the theory. In this context, it seems to
have been lacking to make efforts to find a way to embody

and consolidate the optimal legislation effect assessment.

[ ] Against such a background, this study aims to build a base
for legislation assessment institution and to present a model
suitable to Korea, through a comparative analysis on the legis-
lation effect assessment in Germany, Switzerland, Austria, and
Korea, and, in connection to this, through an analysis on the
concept, scope, object, and basic factors for operation of the

institution.



II. Main Contents

[ ] Regarding the construction of independent variables, we con-
sider as precondition of variables the common factors for a
successful regulation reform, i.e. comprehensiveness, responsi-
bility, professionality, transparency, which are derived from the
OECD report and Mandelkern report. And then the 6 vari-
ables (legalism, political initiative, active agency, guideline of
framing criteria, systematization and substantiality of implemen-
tation of legislation effect assessment, and institutionalization
of phased method of legislation effect assessment), which con-
note sufficiently the abovementioned factors on the level of
precondition, are set as independent variables. Based on such
independent variables, the methodological approach of MSSD
is thereafter applied to the dependent variables as the variables
related to institutionalization, i.e. to Germany, Switzerland, Aus-

tria, and Korea.

[ ] The result of analysis, which has been derived by applying the
method of MSSD (the most similar systems design) is as fol-
lows: The 3 independent variables (legalism of legislation effect
assessment, guideline of framing criteria of legislation effect
assessment, and systematization of implementation of legislation
effect assessment) have been appeared as something similar

among the cases (i.e. in the sense of intersystemic similari-



ties); In contrast to it, the rest 2 independent variables (active
agency of legislation effect assessment, and institutionalization
of phased method of legislation effect assessment) have been
appeared as something different among the cases (i.e. in the

sense of intersystemic differences)

IlI. Expected Effects

[ ] According to the method of difference in the framework of
MSSD, only the 2 independent variables, i.e. “active agency of
legislation effect assessment” and “institutionalization of phased
method of legislation effect assessment”) have turned out to
have a significant meaning as independent variables; In the
end, we can predict that these two variables will play a sub-
stantial and central role in the building and expanding legis-

lation assessment institution in Korea in the near future.

» Key Words : legislative Impact Assessment, the Most Similar Sys-
tem Design, the Srinciple of Subsidiarity, multi-level

Governance, Institutionalization of legislative Evaluation
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1) Had. 48387t A=st gk, A=ty (20069 59). p. 7.
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& Yoz RO 378 Folw GUAFA Mol B AL

Fl

12) Ruter, RudolfX, 2000, praktische Erfahrung bei der Umsetzung vom Reformprojekten,
S. 773-786 In: Liider, Klaus (Hrsg.). Neues oOffentliches Rechnungswesen-Stand und
Perspektiven: Wiesbaden, S. 777.

13) Bohret, Carl, 2000, Gesetzescontrolling - ein gewichtiges Element der Gesetzesfolgenab-
schitzung, S. 551.

14) tA AR oln] disixel & 7+ AHMAL AAMNAL] g
o[t o] ofd {AMECoE Fofsty AAR Iy WS dFE0 013}
TS 7FAA ok OECDOA = A1E #d HiAE2S dHY
o FAFFEHE 2 7IAZM olsfsty AAZ I7hE HuA7E ded 75‘
=Y &2 LAEF ot UM FTFIIE HFAIGTFEHLE JFA AEst
o B2 dRANAT FAMNL e Ao o] AHEHA Hof o= A
ol o|EF o2 Ffote SHo] WOEE OECDOA ‘%PBZ‘OPL AN
T B A AdHNAS AHFFF7 B2 ==o] E 5 Ao AAR 1995
W E 2002W7kA] 2] OECD X2 A9} 2001 of T7He EU94 429 wdAE By
Ae A4 AMd2e 71228 FAFEd JAFstH F 47179 #Ho| +4
Sl AT olu] RAFE o]o tst A Y82 Konzendorf et al.(2005), Jann
et al.(2005) 12 31 Baldwin and Cave (1999).

15) OECD, 1997, Recommendations of the Council of the OECD on Improving the
Quality of Government Regulation, Paris.
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16) Bundesministerium des Innern, 2001, der Mandelkern-Bericht: Auf den Weg zu bes-
seren Gesetzen, S. 16.
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17) Bollhoff, Dominik, 2006, Bessere Rechtsetzung bei der europdischen union-Stand der
Umsetzung und Ausblick zu Initiativen der Europdischen Kommission zur Rechtsverein-
fachung und Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung, s. 124.; Veit, Sylvia, 2005, Entpolitisierung staat-
licher Regulierungsprozesse durch Gesetzesfolgenabschéitzungen?, Folus-Diskussionspapiere
nr. 3/2005, S. 5 ff.
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Jdo FEF 28I ZP Y AnrzMY AL IFRLY A&
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st 3 WAAL H3A A T BHo| Aol RS FAY
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sfof st= olw= AN AN BA ol Konzendorf
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18) SUoA FAFGS BASH] A8l 7HE A AMEEH= EEE FAI7H A (Bessere
Regulierung), ¢ 7l Al (Bessere Rechtsetzsung)o]il F Ao A&t o|¢t tjEo] A}
£5= 7Y=L A A4 (Biirokratieabbau), f A SH(Entbiirokratisierung), & &
Al(moderne Regulierung), W& 7FA 3H(Rechtsvereinfachung)@} A &3H(Deregulierung)
Solth. of et A FAL Bele] AW FzAA Zrkol o BF 12w 2A
52 A} 3R R o] oAl Veit, Syvia, 2010, Bessere Gesetze durch Fol-
genabschétzung?: Deutschland und Schweden im Vergleich, VS Verlag fiir Sozialwissen-
schaften, S. 17.
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19) Konzendorf, Gotz, 2005, Better Regulation at the European Union Level: Milestones
on the way to Better Regulation, Study for the 44th meeting of the Directos general
responsible for Public Administration of the EU member states, S. 5.
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20) Konzendorf, Gotz, 2006, Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung als zentrales Element von Better
Regulation, Wiesbaden, S. 543.

21) Radaelli, Claudio M, 2009, How context matters: Regulatory Quality in the European
Union, in: Paper prepared for the special issue of Journal of European public policy on

Policy Covergence, S. 11.
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b b Overall
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C C
x not x ;
Crucial
1 Difference
v not y

x = Causal Variable
v = Phenomenon to be explained

24) A3 9 "HuAY AxA PHEAH GF, (A& ATLAR, 2003) p. 19.
25) Przeworski, Adam/ Teune, Henry, 1982, the Logic of Comparative Social Inquiry,
Robert E. Krieger Publishing Company Malabar, Florida, S. 32 ff.
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26) Laroche, Pierre, 2009, Ex Ante Evaluation of Legislation Torn among its Rationales,
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30) Timmer, Reinhard, 2010, Wo stehen wir-was muss besser werden?, s. 39-45, In:
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lierungsfolgen—abschéitzung:RFA)9] (Instrument)& 483531 OECD @A
nE gt dYAAE ST Aok YUBIY SoiEHA =
£ A 9] ‘Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung’o] g §-ojof H|5to, AY9AE “‘Ge-
setzesevaluation’S AHE-5to] Fu|A o FI77E S st Qlth32)

2920 A, AHB7Ee " HHEAs @S HE 223 3
JuFANE FAT e

A, AHA ZFdolth. AHF 7o g ZA= oS AT
2P A Z - 7HFFC R AAst Qdoh. A ATHA (Kompetenznor-
men), SHAO] 8] Y2 (Verhiltnissmissigkeit), 2-2o] ¢](Offentliche In-
teresse), HX| =719 B EA R (Subsidiarititsprinzip), 5%t =734
(ausgeglichen Staatshaushalts) @ 5| 9] 2}x|Ho ot 118 5& ¢
WARel A Qlete] JgEs A gkl e a7 4 9
o3 ZEu AW 1999 49 18U IFWEmE YuE A9xo Al

Aol 2000 14 1478 Had AFAY A170=A4 AHA

31) Mathis, Klaus, 2011, Folgenorientierung im Recht, S. 1-31., In: Anderheiden, Michael/
Kirste, Stephan (Hrsg.)., Tagungsband Interdisziplinaritit in den Rechtswissenschaften -
Innen- und Aussenperspektiven, Tiibingen, S. 2.

32) Mader, Luzius, 2010, Stand und Entwicklungstendenzen der Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung
in der Schweiz, S. 245-265., In: Hensel, Stephan/Bizer, Kilian/Fiihr, Martin/Lange, Joachim
(Hrsg.): Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung in der Anwendung, S. 247.

33) B9 =9(2007), F8=7H] Y F7E FHAA=(V), p. 97,
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The Federal Parliament provides for the fact, that the measures of the

Federation are reviewed for their effectiveness.
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AAT RAY B ooty dd dAFY AHo|] voprtof & WEFE
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o] t}.

2920 A3 = Ao AFoy 29 ANE AMY 5 3
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2902 AACNA FEstA A d¥MBIE gFE FASE U=
Zlo]t}.34)
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34) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 30), S. 252., S. 245ft.

35) Uhlmann, Felix, 2010, Legislation and Evaluation in Switzerland, S. 169-188., In: ¢]
HEY7tAdF A3E, S. 176.

36) FA. “FYT 2929 AHFIF A AR, TRHA AT, (2008), p. 55.
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dienkonferenz)= = 7H Aoy =X F7b FEAA dojut=
ZE9 P2 AT BHAHS A EulFofoF Eh o] B¢ 9
Ao A% WA FEsfor Tk As4azA4Te] wheth

37) Mader, Luzius, 2009, Die institutionelle Einbettung der Evaluationsfunktion in der
Schweiz, S. 52-63., In: Widmer, Thomas/Beywl, Wolfgang/Fabian, Carlo (Hrsg.): Evaluation
- Ein systematisches Handbuch, S. 55.

38) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 36), S. 55.

39) &4 (2008), WA A, p. 56.

40) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 36), S. 55.

41) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 31), S. 253.

42) Ebenda.
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43) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 36), S. 56.
44) 2|54 (2008), A A, p. 56.
45) Vgl. Matis (Fn. 30), S. 2.
46) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 36), S. 57.
47) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 31), S. 253.
48) Ebenda.
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49) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 36), S. 56,; Vgl. Mader (Fn. 31), S. 254.
50) &4 (2008), WA A, p. 56.

51) Vgl. Mader(Fn. 36), S. 56.

52) Ebenda.

53) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 36), S. 57.
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%] ws'—sa} YA WY A9} AAHor BAE SYstey
o2 A3 WA 79 B} ol R B BAH| LA

S7)E dth O GHoRE A9l B 4
B ool BUS AL AGPue B2 BY - FUH] BB
2912 o) Wobe] W Bage 19 24 @

A, 2929 ANAAH 57
el 71237 otk FHul
1750l A A G| 12 LxHol Yk B3, 1 F AWSEo
A =aelel TR drks ol A Fasith ogd 24

FroAEE 292 AX AA Faw FFL vxEd 53
AAARAA N 1 GaFeo] ack

upAuto =, s9nel e A 28 (Konkordann)e] 71uHer 3 E
sfo wEolch olelst FA BB ZANA AWIHL AN A2
BT SRR, AR APEY, ST, 93 4 - 5HdY A

o2 E3 o|Rojrtsy Fa ZAH MJ% efolH, oA Al

s WY Y-S R Zzhe] FAUo] WA TAHA o FsHE 7
& WABTSO oYt A0 FAEH W wetm st B}
L ANA Z2ade Ans AAHen 2 Brste AR of
sl of Ak,

54) Spinatsch, Markus, 2002, Evaluation in Switzerland: Moving toward a Decentralized
System, S. 375-391, In: Furubo, Jan-Eric/Rist, Ray C./Sandahl, Rolf (Hrsg.)., International
Atlas of Evaluation, S. 375.

55) Bussmann, Werner, 2002, Moglichkeiten einer Institutionalisierung der Wirkungskontrolle
von Gesetzen, S. 85-92, In: LeGes, S. 88.

56) Widmer, Thomas, 2000, Evaluating Evaluations: Does the Swiss Practice Live up to
the ‘Program Evaluation Standards’?, S. 67-80 In: Russon, Craig (Hrsg.). The Program
Evaluation Standards in International Settings, S. 68.
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(Intervention)o] AHAJ 2 FFolgt= A o253, SEHALY ¢
F7F ASEA AR Xetvh= v oA AWIARAIHLY B84
= A7IHAS. 23y o] At FF 23] vege] s FA A
o2 EY8sita #EEAL, il AA - AEE AT A
AdHdz d&HUAT. & fAdde dite AAAHeR A stal
AREO SAZALE 3t

FEolAe IAARAES Aty 2 W Fo 3 d9ARA=
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57) Derlien, Hans-Ulrich, 1997, Die Entwicklung von Evaluationen im internationalen Kon-
text, S. 4-12., In: Bussmann, Werner/KI6ti, Ulrich/Knoepfel, Peter (Hrsg.): Einfiihrung in
die Politikevaluation, S. 10; Bussmann, Werner, 1997, Evaluationen in der Schweiz, S.
13-35, In: Bussmann, Werner/Kl6ti, Ulrich/Knoepfel, Peter (Hrsg.): Einfilhrung in die
Politikevaluation, S. 13f.
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58) Vgl. Spinatsch (Fn. 53), S. 376ff.
59) Vgl. Spinatsch (Fn. 53), S. 383.
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- 292 B 71E 3](Schweizerische Evaluationsgesellschaft: SEVAL): 4
FB7h e Aoy 2AGe 19879 Y7 o] ARIE
ol AHH7} AT TIE(Arbeitsgruppe Gesetzesevaluation: AGEVAL)S.

EREH AFEHUTGS AT A 2 F AR TFY 99

62) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 36) S. 6l1f.

63) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 31) S. 250; Widmer, Thomas/Neuenschwander, Peter, 2004, Embed-
ding Evaluation in the Swiss Federal Administration, S. 388-409, In: Evaluation, Vol.
10(4), S. 389.
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64) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 31) S. 251.

65) Vgl. Widmer/Neuenschwander (Fn. 62) S. 389.
66) Vgl. Mader (Fn. 31) S. 251.

67) Vgl. Widmer (Fn. 62) S. 389.
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o s edHT WY dudFAtel B Ag B, vs,

68) Widmer, Thomas/Beywl, Wolfgang, 2009, Divergente Entwicklungspfade der Evaluation

- Beobachtungen, Thesen und Perspektiven einer feldabhingigen und ungleichzeitigen
Professionalisierung in Deutschland, Osterreich und der Schweiz, S. 509-507, In: Wid-
mer, Thomas/Beywl, Wolfgang/Fabian, Carlo (Hrsg.): Evaluation - Ein systematisches Hand-
buch, S. 514.
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AR, Ao AlH(BHG, Bundeshaushaltsgesetz)o]th. 1986\ & wraj| AL
H(BHG) #1429 E}f'—-fﬂ, Aoitel &4 Ao HEA ZASA o
WEAe ARA dFE /1T Aol e Wee WEssiat. 1994
dofl 7= ﬂ‘%*oﬂ]/}_‘ﬂ(BHG)% W A4z i FHEH AHA
“¥2]”(Grundgerist) = A|Joz AFY oF5 Fastar Qo E3F 1997
dofl Al A AAEBHG) A14=x7F A=, FAHez TS
A &1 A&t oty v]831F 4~9)(Kosten und Erlose):= 7] A sfjoF 3}
£ Aoln

o eAEzor AAHY(BHG) HI4X(NZE P2 A EH
() ZE d¥HE Et 39 8P 2 29, 23714 BE 37009 B3

2 AFdY Alsazo 7R A% FH UolA AYFBLE A5

TR A% Nl ATt Lo hF ABH Fo] st gANE

Aystolop et AN Th o] Abgte] WA E ol Bt

L AGE 23 AYeR FF A 444 A%, v8T og 7}
Ag AAA 4 7HALHE o H=rt g RAA

2. W HASRE $d3 AE, HET £ 34EY JHEATIL T
¢ o= FE2 FHHER

WA 22 IH3o] o] o] Fo s AEE 4 Atk hitp//www.
ris.bka.gv.at/GeltendeFassung.wxe? Abfrage=Bundesnormen&Gesetzesnummer=10000138
20124 1¢¥ 5¢.

92) Pichler, Rupert: “Institutionelle Dimensionen von Evaluierung in Osterreich”, 2009, S.
40-51, In: Widmer, Thomas/Beywl, Wolfgang/Fabian, Carlo (Hrsg.): Evaluation - Ein sys-
tematisches Handbuch, S. 40.
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3. A& vEY &8
4. 282 &3 HE9
@) A1 4ol 4?1
o= Aol AEH
G) AF=H #dd X1]1‘% AM dud AMEAZEE HAeDA 9 9
T Ex sdFE, 18]S Ee ARE, s Ev sYHFR 9
F= " Aeole g AsDAd vAe AH A= dgHo of

9 oo G2 5g
s @ Aol uhAE ojof s
5

o] £93 409 AAE ofrlal A

@ 339 3= 3_%7}34 L 2747 @4, a9d

wof Belstolol ;}u}. o] e APAREZBE A2z AIFY 7
g% AYge 2Est ANHA g=S Fdsfol Ach vheh
eIAE AHENA 1 AYH B AYS AT A% F=o 3
23] FyEojof At

5) A WA A3FY FR AT AFH En HES AT HAL
stol AMAREE AH L AIFAH BN ALHE AFS %
3t}

2 oy - 21 A (2007), pp. 23-24.

T3 AW AM(BHG) A472(AE A% B meaw, 2714 7

ol et WA TANN WA Jlse nAH FHo| obd ARA F
18 B3 ol2ojd W I Yust Atk Aotk A YEE
Y 5 QT HAE S HAAT A G AR o5 o

FAYL O Hox AuAe] DA
A (Wirkungszusammenhang) 7} =<>3}4] L€k

g2 A etk gy AR 2 Z2og
o A3yS AT HAol SATHY AATRAF wE e #d
7132 @Y A8 ¥ o8 #d 9 A¥E 28ste Z=OHY A

93) Vgl. Pichler (Fn. 91) S. 41f;
http://www.ris.bka.gv.at/Dokument.wxe? Abfrage=Bundesnormen&Dokumentnummer=NOR 1
2048652 2012 2¥ 14.
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Zzre] W podo wal gL AP A7) AN &
A SoF By UGS 7 A W meawe] Agow
HEsh 2R GHe dasls A7 AREAIFAA A
oF gxstertel Wad Ao Hsh L 24o Baw gl
5 7h5Aol] wheh A8 ottt

ofr
L
—_

o o o
o

u:E.Il-U

o)

o exEeol FALEDG) A 1 &
1=

() PR AFANE S35 AFHY BB 1 AE =
A3 astn AYAAT A R B 27HE o] ThE W
22 =229 5 oAt ANE 71F0l 24 glo] B9 HHE
452 folof Tt

@) A% AV 2B FFHE Avlwe T WES AFH, AA
N, BARAH, 2UALTHAN @ A2Y BHAAG BAH T
WobsjoF ek ot dlAEE T80 Wao] WA/ W] HEG Rl
Hx A AAsiof g,

£ X]: Windisch, Brigitte, (2010), Uberblick iiber die Gsetzesfolgenabschitzung in
Osterreich und Entwicklungstendenzen, In: Hensel/Bizer/Fiihr/Lange (Hrsg.),

Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung in der Anwendung, Nomos, S.229.

E4), TFAIYLSH(DG, Deregulierungsgesetz)o|th. 5 H
QB o EBAA YA 2AE FAAT 9
Hgaolo] AR gn A2e AWHIY M8
3 rh
=35, 200199 FASFUDG) A% A2 AWHAe Hg
ol FAZH oue WE, & AW E(Bundesgesetze)T ZFHsIH, H

94) Windisch, Brigitte, 2010, Uberblick iiber die Gsetzesfolgenabschitzung in Osterreich
und Entwicklungstendenzen, s. 225-244, In: Hensel/Bizer/Fiihr/Lange (Hrsg.), Gesetzes-
folgenabschédtzung in der Anwendung, Nomos, S. 228.
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7% ¥ (Verordnungen)< Z3HE X $=1th.95)

oj27t 2001d 9] A ¢k 3} H (Deregulierungsgesetz)> £33 FA| A
A FF H7tet dA(NE. 29 #2F HE 2E - Aol = 4
A A Alldaz7t 2 F7EEEA 20073 Z]dol HHE WA
FEo 4F FEFFAA M2z FAHo2 SH3AT0

TALSHDG)o] A Ao AHIFF7HY ZFx AHE AT
Z @2 HE 43S #As7] i sHe ST
Z, FAgs e A2 2001d FAHHFHH gt
oy FASEY A7 FASHER] BY R
WAE YeH Aol gak 4Ee AHol o]Rolx7] odoe] mE
Wgol detel 1 pAILste] FAYL AASoF gk olo] Bato]
G AHAHE S EFT 5 AES doF Beh AIE 232
YemeAEs} sl oxE GFE WEel A oMol Boiaof &

BE, & d¥E7tel g AT gu|e HEe Ao H
7

£ ZHsHE BN WEBY Fo ARE ARA, AL, @
4, 2EARE AW % A43H BHAA Bohsof ek Aojthoy

opx|eto 2 3 A A H(RHG, Rechnungshofgesetz)o|th. 3] A ZHA}
do A= A 19489 S AZALHRHG)ANA FAS= AT 5
o A A& A2 ZAA(Angemessenheit) F7}e] TFo| ZFxEHT 3IA
AP A2z 13§ 2 Abs. 1 RHG)O A “IJAZAIE S o HT A5
N= Tt ALY AAAE AR Zetoheal g EstA 44
s1 otk B3] SARAAL of A TABk] AL B BA
Z2AZeL F7hatolw o] F o] o RAE AT HlwT|Z2=A RS Y

95) Vgl. Windisch (Fn. 93) S. 230.

96) Vgl. Windisch (Fn. 93) S. 228.

97) Vgl. Windisch (Fn. 93) S. 228f.

98) Aot “Ax 4W YA, [AFEI] 09-16-1, THHA AW F AR 09-16-14,
A AT, (2009), p. 63-64.
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tH & 9F(Gesetzes- und Verordnungsentwiirfen)®] (HA-E2)H 715 4343ttt
o2t ¥ B7iol| dis A HALL wid Au71Ed I3
(Nationalratyel] M. mgich ol 24 3|4 ZAMUe o P9 2=, B
4, We A% osel Y e EFen & 4 Aok 197 o
Fo +E2 E¥H YA H(Materiengesetze, special administrative law)<

Fugsel ga @F YR AT kY 24F TUSHE YF B

s sAgAdel o WA AaEy] A AE 279 2

Hol g B} BANH RFHolol Atk WE FUY 2HS F
23 F7b ol 5T YAFOEA YUIF 24 L B FAF

AR A=HOE fA =L Ao|chin

\®)
0
IE
08
oot
1}7]
Jd

el XA HiZ

oxEel M AW T AXA Qo] dat WA HAo]
9m AwH Aeko] gtk AW Aol i A 9B orE
Zlol WA ¥ro] EUSJ A2 gAolA terdth angoz A7 ¢
el A “whole of government” FHL HAHgl FA A WA 24
o] BT ofHAFAR 1+e] ATl Glojgith et obF 7t
A ¥ o|UMEEE W5t AW do] glehio

19799 AgsAFel AR YWAENPS WL TR 7
A% WA WE) dW7IEA A Aure] o] Pato] BuHow

99) Vgl. Pichler (Fn.91) S. 41; Horner, Daniela Jetzinger, 2009, Ex-post-Evaluierung von
Rechtsnormen und die Mitwirkung von Consulting - Unternehmen im Prozess der retro-
spektiven Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung, In: Schiffer, Heinz (Hrsg.): Evaluierung der Gesetze/
Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung (II). Weitere Erfahrungsberichte aus dem In- und Ausland/
Staatspraxis und Wirtschaft, S. 21-46.

100) Vgl. Pichler (Fn. 91) S. 41.

101) OECD, 2010, Better Regulation in Europe: Austria, 2010, S. 15f.
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bW AR W M A nlojer Agsue
o e wEel 2AUA A ael Al A
AYSAFE A A A4%azo] G2 A FA(Wiederverlautba-
ng)E 9skel AAAA AW Weh 19799 o]F HE Ao
= BN UY olfol AFH AN HYS 8TFOEA YW
A WY A FEN M8 W ANE AR $UE
otk B3] 1986 2o AW MBS AL ML WA =X
S T
Aol AHH AUATRATAA A2e dWEA AFH &
ol ik el et AW BT I Haps|gichio
FRAY AT WA 2 A2 Aol htel A &
B7h u]d S g A PG B AFey] Mol AWHA

Jstes aydth Fo AXNUAESY olHF LTAFL A AW

s

oE o
__>li'4‘
|
r]o

A AllSazo] A3t 1998 SE FYA =Lt o ARDA <
dATEAE AT A9, F L AAGALY dFS AdFe=ZHN G
2. o] FA wek A2 &7 Al o|FHE B AATA
o] 3o #e AEE 23T I AR dHoE Tt A
aNRE 48T gFE FEHTH. F B Z2 FE HA=H19
1991 14 /\}‘ Hoz HdAEo] w44 o ¥ AF= e W

28 =9t} 104)
1990 ] o] & OECDY ‘FAMNEL 95 A’ BuA7 }97
ol Hol| GA] LAEZ ol FRTL 1996 3Y 1Y%} AHARLEA

102) 74 0H2009), AA A, pp. 25-27.

) A9
103) 4 F°H2009), FAA, p. 27.
104) 714 ©}2009), AA A, p. 28-29.

g
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oA ‘erEFoLY HAH HEY {Age FH I ALAE |

mE MR HdEA, 284, A8Y A 9 olsirks Al diE

AAPE AAs7I2 AR%. dF AR dES o 4 o¥

g 4 JAEE FHEe AL st A FRE O ZIAE 19963 7Y
b 93s 19999 7€ ‘RE HFA HaE

4, BaHd, A8 A 2 oldrteA l gt AP 2z A

B2 AR Ao fAE H HES AFSAT FRATS
)1(_.

gl ANE ASdoz Fad] Sekel A2 SHYUAT A
e W 1AL SASAL, A FA AENE S 2A5 Ao
g7 5ed dMARY JEe wet @Y WEY P LA
L ERE ZxSUTHI

AW FRL 199613 39 A20% A7) F A gre gRz=
I9e FRAE BN erEebY FA 2
sta A4S Sl BAoE RE WY MEA, WaA, 5
A3ty L olsi b Aol Bt HAPE 91 WS Wk ol
b AR AN AR AL o] AL 1997
of ola) AR dwy AAUE 2 Ak of WEe wet 19464
19 19 o]Ho] FZE WRE o] Wol FHA AWK AW Fof
e Aol RE WEW PHe AANHow WS WA Hcho
FRAT FAAE 20L 20008 39 E2EZ ARN £
T olAtEle] M)A AZaAch SHAT oAEE AT 7]
WS, HUFY PE L AGH, FLH B 7@ Bhote] Ay
Mo 4w 1 GV ARH| Gk wgd] 53 KU AL
3%'{5}1:}. erEoIAL o WEF Hor|HA WFFOE s
of syAlA AFHE Y WA wgo] B mFo] ©A FHu

'
~J
i
e
ol
ox

105) 71 g ©H2009), AFA A, pp. 30-31.
106) 7% ©}(2009), AA A, pp. 76-77.
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Aol WRED itk 20019 FARHES Sl AH, BA
A, @4, 2UAEE FH U A8E BPNA WEY BAH &
g Hohshy]l A% WAL YRt YA £ ¥iHel sty
AYHAT AAAL WAY oY E o dere P ool
bol Aabstets BAA WP WHth 20069 48 A AR
20069 FAGSHGS WolFOo =N AH, FH ALY nhAg
SAl] o2t 20061 48 AU FRAFRZEE 7o) &
Aot WPHEL B0/ 99 20079 2R elie] HEASo|
ZA B go] BA FA ZEAE WA of HEEHo =

ZHgE g 2 gt

=

i
ol

2 AEgo}-39(Der Osterreich-Konvent): 2003 6¥ 30U € 2005
d 14 31E7HA] L AEZ o397t ZE2AQ =7 9 /AT
AT AGAE APt LA2EFo-3] 9= 20039 549 2] ¥
JUss So) 4YHAY. TP= HEe U PO sto] o
2Egol-3] 9= 2005 14 28Uof ZHAQ EIANE Wit
Ay A4S o] BuAE Fulsle] Aych Fulels 2005
39 31dof “eAEgol-3o HiuAo AR 9|(Vorberatung)®] =
9IS At o] eI = 20058 7E SA FFE A
Aaha 20069 787 A W oA B3] AAAHL TRl
o ol slolel A AN Frelek Aol Az uch 20074 28 A
A AF= A 4= (Bundeskanzleramt)] 27} TA|(Experten-
gruppe)< A 23ttt A3 ¥l F(Sozialdemokratische Partei Osterreich,
SPO)ol Al H g FAEF} ¥FAKDr. Peter Kostelka)@} |2 o] w4
(Univ. Prof. Dr. Theo Ohlinger), @ AE &@|o} 2l t}(Osterreichische Volk-
spartei, OVP)Z oA Z&= u]E7| YAKDr. Franz Fiedler)2} ¢F=go}

107) 4 g °H2009), A4, pp. 33-34.
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2 Z W (Univ. Prof. Dr. Andreas Khol), 7}H] FEAEZ(Mag. Gabi
Burgstaller of2tE H|t|@ w<(Univ. Prof. Dr. Ewald Wiederin)& )

3t), SIH|2E A2 F 8 9-AKDr. Herbert Sausgruber, A% U
ZFoll Y= A vlo] A(Jirgen Weiss)E tAlgH )7} ‘Landeshauptleute-
konferenz'®] TEAZ AR o WAL A FyFe] Wy B
ol FeAE ogom stol o8 Aaysh

ol HE7F A A dF ol LA 2007d A FH
A, A+ 7] T(weisungsfreie Behorde)] A A, 939 WHxjHA
agol AREYL. Yol erEolaoe AsHel E2S B9
A AH o Al (Bundeshaushaltsrecht) ©] 737354‘2111]-. 2008Y 3o A4t
Sapol e @7kel Auz AW SR e ABA G A%
& TEYh

o] ek(Werner Faymann, A% =4} ARPAF 2] 2008 124 24 9
wxzage 2 9 Ay AYD BAF AYY Yo 22
st} 20099 29 1790 Ao @ AR thx|(Arbeitsgruppe) 7t A
vpo] gkt FAd (DI Josef Proll)e |F o2 shal 44 = ot

FUINHEL AL ¥(Wien)? H ¥ Ez+$-1(Mag. Renate Brauner,
ALR|RIFT) FARS Yo A EFoK(Niederdsterreich) 5 23] 27 o
2 W Z(Ing. Hans Penz, = 11F)S HEEZ ARG o|Fo AAF2
Al tEF oA #{tf(Mag. Andreas Schieder, AFS|RIFR)I Q&
E Z3EZHDr. Reinhold Lopatka, = 1) 7} o] AR ©@A| Q] LA LS
2 gojae. gelo FAAL 39 A BAlo B Aol of
g ojof 238 HoE 7hs3tA stz Hsf 2009 7E 9o A A
S 93t dH ¥ 3 (Verfassungsausschuss) 2] 319 ¢ 3] (Unterausschuss)

7} A% 5 gk 109

L At

=

4 K
o.,>: EIQL' ol

108) http://www.konvent.gv.at/K/Inhalt Portal.shtml 2012 2 11¢.
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VEALE A S8 ARY FAL YO A0 S
of Hul, YRR HALAYe] 2ARARA 22 JBL W
I E s Ut & LAEdot: EAHIE YHBEI FAAAE AY
3
- A4AFA (Bundeskanzleramt: BKA): AWFANA 2 AA Al AR
Ay ABUREL A7 2ACNK 2HARA Fa WYL A
A ES A AR FAA oln FETd 2 V& F
W5t dete] WA EAE mEeu, 2008 EBH A A
Aokl 28 248 S AW AW YRAE FA4SYT E
3k A AR wE Ad AW Eae #EEhy] fsl 2
3 4 A AYL Wolw Gk

re
o

A T E(Bundesministerium fiir Finanzen: BMK): AW AjFH =
Z

A 19939 AFAR L Feor JEHE ATAS ZHs)
of Pstgrt B FE ALY FaATL TF FEY 2E
Aol 2HL w33, PAHE B z2a9Y A HYstu
Aibdel A anE Friste =9 7hol=EkelE AAsHAL
gt E3], oA 3] A 7AFY (Rechnungshof: RH)o| 3 A H]-L 9]
Aitel tgt Zhol=zgkele]l & AR = 7HE HUMgoEA Y
M fsl antzde= AFsta ok T2y A AW A=
o agE Fdstyl s old I e dY HAIUh 8

_‘%_
=1 g)t}.110)

b

109) Vgl. OECD (Fn.100) S. 18.
110) Vgl. OECD (Fn. 100) S. 17f.
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APAAGALY B, SUIFF7H L GUALL 95 SAEo
2 QRsue SHE ot dushy, A4 dwel A% e g
S saste AL 1B AAY SAHS ALT = 7] oI
9] 3 (Parliament): A J3l= AMAAS AT 7IEYHS &
ol AT AW Ao die AERAL Foido T8
& 7198 st Q. B W9 2Estd THE AT
‘e-Law’ IFOA FAH TS oh. T2y o3 HES O
& AUIFRA YL AL A9 T2 Yk
4 YHBEBIL TYIIE K
LAEF otz AARH o2 AR, FA, 23 & ARY EE FE
A g2 5Ll Sote 54 2HT #AE 2ol e, A
E 23 A ASEHL Ao 1960A g FE ojojA 2 =de] 9
HE7t YHESY 3 dHBAAMY FHEES HEeRE SLAY
B LaEFor AFo g AH2z WA FE3] EH[St
eAEZol AR | vl A= tha =X 20089 YR
FH7IE A Y7 Y3 N IAE duAA 3 H 2 (Bundeskanzleramt
Verfassungsdienst) 2] ¢} o] Eoh 2 d¥e A% 2T 2HF

e B AWA “oAEel o & WEAF %A Oesterreiches
Hanbuch “Bessere Rechtsetzung”)’& WZFth.113) LA HOZ o] R F
Ae dHR7E 2AEFor A, d¥e A AFEan A
£ 9 AW, S99TY) I BAT orselole] ¢

111) Vgl. OECD (Fn.100) S. 18.

112) Vgl. OECD (Fn.100) S. 19.

113) Bundeskanzleramt Verfassungsdienst, 2008, (Hrsg.), Osterreiches Handbuch “Bessere
Rechtsetzung”, Wien.
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@ FAR A FALsHDeregulierung) S8 A FH =]
Al AF-3-3H(Liberalisierung), B3 & 3= 2] SH(Entbuerokratisierung), =+
A 7t A 3K Verwaltungsvereinfachung) 59 thoFst 7/fg oz {§ASHA AF
g8

© FANdezAY FAMAA: Fe MEde=zi YR 7H A (Better

AU FASIES 2748 ALoA 2EeE AW 2L =
st

o

A, e2Eejobe] FAAAHet,

@ 19799 71X A A1z A JE7HA S FA: 19794
Q¥ 7] < A & (Legistische Richtlinie 1979), 1990 ¥ 7| <& A] 2 (Legi-
stische Richtlinie 1990), 1992 ®HEQ AAZF A9 AAHS Yt

Q& A (Handbuch zur Berechnung der finanziellen Auswirkungen von
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114) FAZAL Zu5l7] 93 OECD H =2 AE(19984 99 17UAF 32, GZ BKA
671.073/8-V/2/98) Z+%.
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cofl | Mol N2 A g
o WA WA Ay ARG AL-EGAY R A
HAYYIRE FRY /B
- YIARAH Hhtel WENTH ASY YFEYY
TR

% *]: Bundeskanzleramt(2008), Ostereichisches Handbuch: Bessere Rechtsetzung,

pp.-93-95

9A, FALstolh. FALSE ALY BEAA FaF o)
2 AU7| gEel, of AWML FA FALT A FALs
o W oxEole] AAAAY HTFAS FHNA FEh

O F& FALs}: ¥4 FASSE=E F AR A2 + e,
NAdEojop & FRIFFY Felojgts ‘AN Y THAA HAE
A& B7HEvaluation)st= TAQF ¥ A9 FA|E A Y (Durch-
fihrung) TA ot QAEgofox= 20060 A &3S F5H
Az AHHAAEES ALERAT FAHer B o3 &2
Hgol te) AAY Bgel pastel wEes TRz}
@3 = o

@ AR FASS: FAQJA FALSS At FAFHA A A
243k o= WA gt ‘B 7HEvaluierung)’ Wt A A 9
Aastel Z+e LA A el Al 8Y(konkrete Umsetzung)dlH 02 JLEE T}

5. HEGE

00

g7t ddel A=

L AEZ oY QA= R v (Bundes-Verfassungsgesetz) ol 174
Hoh FAF oz AGAY Adlzo| s Ao 3](Nationalrat)of A o]
DA AWo] o|F X =R FH LI

115) Pelinka, Anton, 2008, Gesetzgebung im politischen System Osterreichs, S. 431 -
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Gesetzesinitiativen)= AW A F, AWo3] 4 559 oY
(Tod), Ao fd9l, ﬂ%*%‘ﬂ%_(i-i— ofd FH&3E9 D), I
g A=Y A ap(=TUADE sesithle Hebd o
Aol Abgl o] @ o] A Eo] Z} %4 olele HHAZIZ] A3l =
gotar, Hetgroo A7 YA A5 AAY TFstA HERAHEL
AA 2L Worwelste] RES AWARI} SWEThI)
oxEote JPAANN AT oJHGe Ao|T PEe
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461in: Ismayr, Wolfgang (Hrsg.), Gesetzgebung in Westeuropa, 1. Aufl., Wiesbaden, S.
440-453.

116) o] AL Aol Had 109 Fo| SARs Al A FoIH ExAo] 9
= AFEY HAag 689 1 T3t

117) Adamovich, Ludwig Karl/ Funk, Bernd-Christian/ Holzinger, Gerhard, 1997, Oster-
reichisches Staatsrecht, Wien, S. 39.
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S HAAAHoR fasta Q. olFe A2 ofHo oA ¥
A% 4 9t
H 42 > ME SF0 w2t ZofE Eets (%)
7|2 HME SF
(Gesetzgebungsprozess) MEx =0t O|L|ME|EX| ot SIS
13. GP (1971 -1975) 83.5% 9.1% 7.4%
14. GP (1975 -1979) 78.7% 16.9% 4.4%
15. GP (1979 -1983) 76.6% 19.4% 3.9%
16. GP (1983 -1986) 65.3% 28.4% 6.3%
17. GP (1986 -1990) 68.1% 25.1% 6.8%
18. GP (1990 -1994) 69.4% 26.3% 4.3%
19. GP (1994 -1995) 63.3% 29.2% 7.5%
20. GP (1995 -1999) 71.0% 19.5% 9.1%
21. GP (1995 -2002) 66.7% 21.5% 11.8%
= A]: Sickinger 2000: 162; www.parlinkom.gv.at; Mitteilungen der Parlaments-

o] ¢ 94 (Intiativantrige) 2]

2arel 7
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118) Pelinka, Anton/Rosenberger, Sieglinde, 2002, Osterreichische Politik - Grundlagen,
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A 3 ¥ Do slaele wolsck €

B. & s T M. o] Faje

. | w73, =g 2= s |

C. Eojeide] 2

TAA QL vl o, eAEZ ot AWolsl= WwAHEA W o
Awo AEN RE A oJ8lE Btk 2 AEwoky
]3], 583 FINA nAGANY 2R} A== wWe = 9
o, Jd=2 AT oo Wt FRE dt= o] "F&Eelt. d®
o3t - 1988 HEFAY A olF - “elze] HEATAA"
(Parlamentarische Enquete-Kommissionen)?] Fel2 ¢HO (FHETI=
%) 4TS WD U BEATAAIE FEA FA A

119) 2 2Eg o} durols] 22 http://www.parlament.gv.at/PERK/GES/WEG/WEGNR/index.
shtml 2 12¢.

120) Miiller, Wolfgang C./Jenny, Marcelo, 2000, S. 137 - 156, Abgeordnete, Parteien und
Koalitionspolitik: Individuelle Prédferenzen und politisches Handeln im Nationalrat, in:
Ostereichische Zeitschrift fuer Politikwissenschaft, S. 139.
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oz AYagde] & Jug FAF 5 7] WRolth FEY A
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th 987k oby TAH WS AYSI] Aol AN F @
o AABAEL FUEY 3AH AL
3 2 w3

& 7ledth 53] 20008 o] F

=HoR St @ =
AREAE wol HA AulE w0l 7k Sl=dH, At v
o8] WellA st2d ALt S FHFLEN I FEe B

3) elwatolgio] aint WEO| oy

AGgt BHoz wu, g de gsle] YWAAH el
E 348 Ax=Z FAsIH. “FoF 9 3)”(Landerkammer) 2= A 2] 9
= =70k, dAvFeld 749y e AMNEY Fob dZ2H7I

Hohs, A4S Agolde] B BT ARHde a¥esy
ol AHFAAY BUSTE AASA G B, wA AR

=, il
HS PAE T QoA Y MAH E= A9 o] AZA 4
& 7] A 2](Beharrungsbeschluss)= 2]3] 2] Q¥ A 2}l A n} x| 2t

121) Gottweis/Latzer, 1997, S. 652-663, Technologiepolitik, in: Dachs u.a. (Hrsg.), Hand-
buch des politischen Systems Oesterreichs, Wien, S. 658.
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Ao digt 2dof 7|23t AHITFEAY #3323 GAY EE
2 FA, & ‘A& A (prospektive)’, ‘Hgﬁﬂl‘](begleitende)’ 9 A} A (retro-
spektive)’ YR F7I= AT + Q3L o5& /MEH A E= dut
A A2 AHEE ¢ U122
AR E7HY ST £33 &, 394 EE9 AdEo digh #de 7
o WEA O A ESY, dAHor 2AEF ot F
dEAFL e 2 Ao E AAE A FILE A ASEoF $th
A uEbE Tuel gEse gels A& sl o) o
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122) 2EHo2 Zd APIFH7Iet 1 YHES Zﬂﬂlﬂ 744 d3t7] wEol
LAEZobA WoA EPAHA = FET &g ZF FF EHEJ AR A
2 Bundeskanzleramt Verfassungsdienst (Hrsg.), Oesterreichisches Handbuch “Bessere
Rechtsetzung”, Wien 2008, p. 6 3% Zil.
123) Irresberger, Karl, 2005, Evaluierung und Gesetzesfolgenabschaetzung in der oester-
reichischen Bundesgesetzgebung - Erfahrungen und Leistungen, In: Schaeffer, Heinz (Hrsg.),
Evaluierung der Gesetze/Gesetzesfolgenabschaetzung, Wien, S. 75.
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Ao dizt AFHES AL A7l Aol Yedtt. o] Fre =
2 AFdE A=A HAQl drt=2dE Yz v FA
AAsta A= HE AdoF Tt ojm AMdA dRHIL F=
HAAY AHF AHEHTE glo] Mde FASEt e AAHY 2d9d
A HHo] I Arole HAH A¥MBIE HE8T1

olZiet ¥H 2 AWHIIY Fvle A 4F 7IES FAsh= A=
FH WEem I oY VEES EwlE Wy =dE H
THolY oln] EAste HtHE AASHAY Add = U, dH
e AR AHARE o] oyl YRt IR A diF HARRE AL
2o iAol "o, dF A4S A9sty] Y 23 A "o
714 HHF Vo2 He AL AW FREC] duiy g2 5%
£ ¥ & ek B £A4, & anaddoly

So)Ae AAR]T WAl AHIFHI ] P =9 of
ul 19609 TR AFE ek codriel T0dT, RATFHAe AL
S 9% g W koy} Aoy U AWAR AUolAe] A4
A HA A== 19846 “FH A ALE”(Blaue Priiffragen)e] E=¢jolom

) Y
o o o= O SF=
O Z2 AEss EZS Sl

124) WRE Qe AAIIEET R duEste] AFeAdN B 2t
A7) &) Fdsts Axbo] T3 W82 Bundeskanzleramt Verfassungsdienst (Hrsg.),
Oesterreichisches Handbuch “Bessere Rechtsetzung”, Wien 2008, S. 30f. 3 of A& A<l
W&ol A= U

125) Wolfgang Ismayr®] E&@o] w=w, 1960d 2y x&Zoz ZAPA o]t
Lo BANoR FAUS 5o HAY BREL T S FAzAY FA
Zx TAHE Aotk Wolfgang Ismayr, 2008, Gesetzgebung im politischen System Deut-
schlands, S. 383-433, In: Wolfgang Ismayr (Hrsg.) Gesetzgebung in Westeuropa EU-Staaten
und Europidische Union, Wiesbaden, VS Verlag fiir Sozialwissenschaften, S. 416.
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F8% AMATNA AR A g A 7
B0 A

s 3 o #
T2 aEe $2 MY A0 U

o
29 T4 uE
e FLLEEEL
= 59 e A,
20008 =49 A ARELE Aur3E 2 FE 4 2 (Gemeinsame Geschiftsord-
nung der Bundesministerien: GGO)o| 7|&9 EX 3 Z+z 5 2KR=Z L
4E Aol ABHoR FY AFHEA WA F&AL Foksn 2
R A EA Ht A2 ES SaTeEH, AU W JdMIE
B7HY] A Aol FHEZ ZIHsAT. o g ou]oA FH

=
YAES ARFRS 1AW FHE AL o]F FTEHRFI

126) OECD, 2004, Government Capacity to Assure High Quality Regulation, OECD Reviews
of Regulatory Reform. Regulatory Reform in Germany, Paris. S. 64.
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SWSHE B AROH FTEARFIY Ad4ze] I5tA AWIFY
Eut

- AAH 53], Fa7Id di =&
- 2Ly 9 27 diE 9%

- 2H|Rbe fiRt FF

- =Yg

20069 8Y15Y F/HFHEAA ALY o] B3 Y E(Gesetz zur
Einsetzung eines Nationalen Normenkontrollrates: NKRG)o| &38& 713
omn dAwsiy el FAFHEALLS ] WEse] o] g
2006 124, AYFE2AF2A(GCO) thAl & W 7§ = U128
Aol NP AddzA 17 s AFu
PR Qe EREAR ARIEG FYE] godt, 1 o=
nRe B3 WA= 23 WY R
W QFU of AR dlel R8RS oA AAE Be e
oo A Aoz FEdH olside AAE [ HEUdSS =
oo HAALSAA B o] AN I F4E& A&k

g o8F 4 vt EF HLHET oY FTHAFF

m

127) Konzendorf, Gotz, 2009, Institutionelle Einbettung der Evaluationsfunktion in Politik
und Verwaltung in Deutschland, S 27-39, In: Widmer, Thomas/Beywl, Wolfgang/ Fabian,
Carlo (Hrsg.)., Evaluation-Ein systematisches Handbuch, S. 33.

128) Kleemann, Georg/Gebert, Alexander, 2009, Die Einbindung des Nationalen Normen-
kontrollrates in das Gesetzesfgebungsverfahren des Budes, ZG, 2009, S. 152.
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CHHER 49 @A §& 1 olfE YeuAT AnHoz
FFF7E AR A ZﬂEZ# GAgol 7 2 olfet uEhdh
£4 49 WA A BHoRKNY AUIFHIIY BEA ol
BAEL BIEATE ZAACE she Ao 71Ee] dds EATE
F7hA 9 A AT g Uyol §l7] Wi old EAE 2

HO
5t7] S E o HFol e WAIH fde] aFH

=9 W AUGFEtY wAL AYYREI 275HE BAAE
2 IH(Leitbild: BAAHS 913 oY E2 mgel AAY 1 AS
Zol dgth EAAPARIL TFL AFHEe BAAYZRIRLS o

129) Vgl. Timmer (Fn. 29), S. 40.

130) Z-&-4(2005), AA A, p.342.

131) Bohret, Carl/ Konzendorf, Gotz, 2001, Handbuch Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung-Gesetze,
Verordnung, Verwaltungsvorschriften, Nomos Verlagsgesellschaft, Baden-Baden, S. 319f.

132) Vgl. Konzendorf (Fn. 126) S. 33.
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4S1E AFE ¥ S0l olni yrte 7F33 7H(Schlanker Staat)2Hs
Leitbild2 EASHA Hgich Aaazte] Ade nas), gwaiolm),
g3AS 2elw WHRLGE Aol AN Felon FRAvel

o

2 2yshy] A% HEd a8 @A
AIZL Rojth.3b ol & F8 UEhd Aol ded AMHAER Y
AF=7ree Mdel S AL gololE zr2ahozd <
Al 5= A o]EFth= H|Eo] A|7]H 139

133) A2 A3 A ojm] FlstHze] £ dAFolA AdHE 2BEFY &2 &
259 Huzts dol9 o9& =Uo] Birokratieabbauo] 7|1ty Z9WA} Biiro-
kratieabbaugl= Thol7} AL E o X = vl AL EEoA Q] Leithildd AGAH = 1
2oL weby gus] ANAA fol BREY 4 vk deme A4 3
A Aol2 Adsto] “THEF BrFY ) AP EE “PrFo Aoz o9
ok stk WA oS YA HEHE Sof-BEFe AW E: YBw
F9.8 AT

134) Schuppert, Gunnar Floke, 2008, die neue Verantwortungsteilung zwischen Staat und
Gesellschaft - oder: Wessen Wohl ist das Gemeinwohl?, vhw FW 4/AUG.-Sept. S. 189f.

135) Ziekow, Jan, 2011, Wandel der Staatlichkeit und wieder zuriick? PPP im Kontext der
deutschen Diskussion um die Rolle des Staates, in: Ziekow, Jan (Hrsg.): Wandel der
Staatlichkeit und wieder zuriick?-Die Einbeziehung Privater in die Erfiillung offentlicher
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rat Schlanker Staat)E A x|, 7 EHetS AESIY AW} of&y LA
A A= Aol &71= A Ao, g4I HE
A o Zoh

- AR2AY 54 W iEE A8 S7HAMRE AR RECR #S, A
st Aol EVIILE olE Hs) AAvIEL= ZaA, B4, AEA
e 7 Ee ES4Y d3e €A o ¥3sE HiEeR dv 4
FA Y AR AW AdE 1gete] A dis &l ol Hsh dAA
o2 A d¥EY AR A WES A9 3o uE AHE, 5
3] FAIAFY Afolle AAd HI%E HlE - Ao dFof o3 %
7tk E}i olF EYE RFstet uztH | A JFE AEs uhA
goz Zk BA7 Ay 3stoior & AR ER[YT|doA +FE A

P& FRIAL BH9 RS AL

T=
- AARE 19969 290) BFEY FRY wE 2AEAY, WIS 59
FPUAS 2%, 4G o2 U WAAA FPRREAA T2 AX

o= 8. THY "=y or AEIHEH HIXFSE V|9FIEY =
o, BA F=olu AFAXGA oA FFLF ALY =
ot FAH, a8 2o ARY AL A

- AY A =AE AFSL AE FHAA ARA A&st HA
of ket B]§S AlWlo] olsiE 4 SU=EF 517 sl PMANA A
A3 A9, 284 49Y AYdE R £33 A L A A A gt
H & dESAA v& a1t A9 AAE 8. ET A YH(Be-
fristete Gesetzgebung)®] E=3 EaHE] AHAAS 3| ALLE HMAAE
£ MASte AAtel #E AEES AUEY 3R A st 1 &
+E a7she A ol9o® HFHAL| H(Gesetz-TUV)2| APS A|2E.136)

o

Aufgaben (Public Private Partnership) in/nach der Weltwirtschaftskrise-, Nomos, Baden-
Baden, S. 47.

136) Veit, Sylvia, 2007, Die Erkldrungskraft neo-institutionalistischer Theorieansitze fiir
die Implementation von MaBnahmen zur besseren Regulierung. Hypothesen am Beispiel
der Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung, S. 133-164, in: Wagner, Dieter u.a. (Hrsg.), Governance-
Theorien oder Governance als Theorie? Berlin:Wissenschaftlicher Verlag, S. 141ff; 2}
£(2003), BAAPHRY GWAR AH: AAFARTHS FHOE, AARA
2003-3, = HA ALY pp. 7-8., FE.
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eyt YRAMEZzEaH AL 7L 19979 109 6Yo] A

T e 199815 He NEA AEE HHEY F9
9] HAHFAHL 19999 129 1Y “Ho=7}-& 3§ A (Moderner Staat-
Modeme Verwaltung)olgts BAAEZza8e A4, ARstgt. ol
T2 PO BEFL2 “ZZ=F7P’(Aktivierender Staat)gh= A2 Leitbild
o] &7 % FAoldt. o] Leithild7} 7]&2 AEF=7iete AR A
AEA Aol Z7he] Aol o o4 Trel(Management)7t obd A
dao] 2 79e® T3 9ot Aotk dEHOR o 7H%§4 34
o @7k BRA AT AN Ag bH fat gRE A&
WA 7ol A% d3o] Tat TR, xm%A](Self-regulanonu =

-

o] MEZRIWY YFoZL A, AHE% Qo] gy (Neue Ve-

_l>i

rantwortungsteilung), 4], Al 9 X34 2] FZ(Mehr Biirgerorientierung),
A, =719 thoFA(Staaltiche Vielfalt), o X2t o 2 § 829 3 A (Ef-

fiziente Verwaltung)S & 7 35t}

27h9] Thepd ARAGFA 23

40 AEG
%]

WEe Angs | sy 4 5g !
Sgol W4 Qv EEEE AU 5T

v v v

= 4. Moderner Staat-Moderne Verwaltung(1999): The Programme of the German
Government, the Federal Ministry of the Interior, p. 11.
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AR d9& HEQ HAaAdyt 4£~82] 3FAH(Hohere Wirksamkeit und Ak-
zeptanz von Recht), E4], I E L Z X9 dA4Wk(Der Bund als Partner), Al
A, AAA, vLdiy] a&% a2 EH3 P (Leistungsstarke, Kos-
tengilinstige und transparente Verwaltung), S &, & 9 & 7] 5 o (Moti-
vierte Beschiftigte)o|Th. ©]3} FIHZ 157]9] Z2AEIB)7} ThA]
CECEL

Jannt3®o] o5t “RFAHZZ W] BAS Tsb Ten BEA
of Az} obd AlEH HAZAT FAH Bl Age] o wA
= HAlE AAste Aotk w7ivto] &2 ASA ZAE 4TS d
217F = Aol oty AFAS A I EE7t Fotd & Utk

0

< H 43 > LR 2|t AEA JiE ZF HXH =X HlW

90ACHe| 2|7 H(Management) | 2000ACHS| 7HB{'A AT (Governance)
<24 c AlFF e © AIHALS]

c 719E APA " o AFSA AR

o Tz =0] vy o HA=7K Gewihrleistungsstaat)

C B + &A=}
A4 « I7h TEA A o AJRIALE] A gf

. 249 g4 . v

o z2Z 3zt v AAA « YEAaT HjA

137) 15749 ZRAEL ey 2ok AUFAE AT YBA, Q2L Au2dRo|
o] WA ool stelm AT, Ware] 95, Fof AATBA wr} FsH FAW
Az e A7) AY, A ANPYYTY FEAY, NBILBAS 9T ¥4
72, Deutschland 21-JEIIA 2 O] Z8, Ho]HET O At oA 2 ZANE Y
3, ATt Zdiol Ao ddA FF7IHY =9, EE KLR HEES; %
oA &

138) Jann, Werner, 2002, Der Wandel verwaltungspolitischer Leitbilder: von Management
zu Governanace?, In: Konig, Klaus(Hrsg.), Deutsche Verwaltungen der Wende zum?2l.
Jahrhundert, Baden-Baden, S. 291.
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¢ s A%
- DA, 4 B

« ARAE e Y

Z % Werner Jann, 2002, Der Wandel verwaltungspolitischer Leitbilder: von Ma-

nagement zu Governanace?, S. 294

20059 11 4138 F9 AA/SATE AP HolA 7|9 (CDU)Y
71 AFHCSU) @3kat AFRIEHSPD)S] o 42

Al durEaEl= A ZA A9 Agenda 2010 7HEA U
o ARAEL A& 25| st Bd 119 1199 AY
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147) Jantz, Bastian , 2008, the Nationlaer Normenkontrollrat in Germany: How to control
the regulators?-(Re)Regulation in the Wake of Neoliberalism. Consequences of three De-
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148) Fiihr, Martin/ Bizer, Kilian/Hensel, Stephan, 2010, Enwicklungsperspektiven der Ge-
setzesfolgenanschitzung auf Bundesebene, s. 323-333, In: Hensel/Bizer/Fiihr/Lange (Hrsg.),
Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung in der Anwendung, Nomos, S. 326.

149) Bohret, Carl /Konzendorf, Gotz , 2000, Leitfaden zur Gesetzesfolgelabschitzung, in:
Die Bundesregierung: Moderner Staat-Moderne Verwaltung-Deutschland erneuern.

150) Bohret, Carl/Konzendorf, Gotz, 2001, Handbuch zur Gesetzesfolgelabschitzung (GFA)-
Gesetze, Verordnungen, Verwaltungsvorschriften, Nomos Verlaggesellschaft, Baden-Baden.
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FolH WHACE AAaAE dF FolahT olsfet Wol §¢
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YUY A A 19989 AT R ST FAll 7199
e S, A A&7 S5S Ad BHEAAR A3
3] FAEHAH. 53], At 19989 g & Fetort 7|E A oF
AA8.4%)s wAste AIE AFUL, oF 150079 HPF v A

FAZ AN 5 AN HAE ATAL. A el w5

WA z—s— FANAE 93
9y - FAGFEY HTL 95 BHAoGE AL A AR
5ol mHA el ol m A AjF FRY

2 +% ik sHw Hze

547 910l T—fxwﬁl

e

A
fol A% Aol SeEdGe AgE 1 vﬂ@rol FUsteaL w
A

2920 B, A 198749 Wi o] ARIFQ “d¥MErr A5
1% Arbeitsgruppe Gesetzesevaluation (AGEVAL)S.ZHE A2} E Qo
H, ol% ZAALTEAARTEE A, T meade Agse g
HIFE7l A 3= AT o] T2 BRE AL ¥
7}& 3] (Schweizerische Evaluationsgesellschaft: SEVAL)7} A = o] H 7}
AT Jlold FATEL BHATID ofo] RgHE AW BAL &
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H1E Uxt=7iA e 2420

t}. w2t A AWr4AFA (Bundeskanzleramt), AHFYFEE(BMI), AW A 7]
EFBMWI) T AFFAL} PAFE R A EHA =HA 449
A3 It HEAALE 7 dHEILY FAT AR

= % £
A AFE 4 Utk U9 AgsgEe A AR 4 FoE

AFste 242 H2e kel AuA YAA ] Raste
e A Aste] BRFel Au PUAHNS 9T FBIYS
2T APRTRE 44T BUFY YD 2L BT 5Ye
Aol ol AAR FAZBoRH Aol SYRAT AT LY
Zeto] FRYRFHo] 9A WeEA Bed J4IFEt AYe)
JRg EHSPEIIE FEUT APERRE WY o] Azt
oz WAAY A, YN VAN 2@V g3t YA 2
Pach APFA7IERE AT F27190 g w8 S
o2y JUIFRAY 2ABT 2UABAA FFE AL T}
A3 HF5z0 g Q5P J15e TIUT dPHRRE o
AAYT Aol g 23 L ol @ Brke AP ohA

lo

2 F7HFEEAN G dHANAY FYH e metsjof ¢
FFF 7Lt BT 7 F2 gobd 4= gt

Sy @A FAGFEY FRA7HoR ojdF AAAAE
AU ot &, FANES L3} 7 E A AU R A
ATk FAMEHLE A 19979 "FHAFA VI EH, E 1998 2¥
"AAFAZIEH AP, 0] AAEH FAMNE AL Ao,
"SRG HeW &% ARTIFE A 2008 34
of A=t
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oA Teh. BAS DR7HA WS WRAT A, QA A
Aol AL G @A AACl AL B, Oy FH, ©
Aol ol FEBAY 5o Al AR sl wet olFolAch ol
$UE FALTHAE AT QLA Aol

A AL gen B 4 OECDS] ALE E4d Aolth
orEEols AW 20089 AHFFHAE AU 1% A HAES
AYAFA H ¥ = (Bundeskanzleramt Verfassungsdienst)?] ¢ ofz X
O oUe Qe 9 A2 LAAFEL ABT AWA “ersol
o U2 HEAA A F A (Oesterreiches Hanbuch “Bessere Rechtsetzung”)”

F’ﬂoﬂﬂ FAUGE YUBL, LB A, AU 7

—_—

1=12

o

e ﬂOM ?J;f:} %—% 3 ?—L’ﬂ-‘—’-i MEste oH FF L2EF
obo] AWML HZ AT 7|2F AE AFH BHAA AL A

=99 AL, AYPRRELE G 20099 6¥ YHAFHIES 9%
A1 B 2] 2 A (Arbeitshilfe zur Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung) S 3713}t 5
AFA A ‘]Oﬂ 2w, dHAAN AFA-L2 sEA Y JEe d1

Sn gtk & OFAGAY B4, OFAYNEE Bay A O
FAGL AL, DFADL 44 D Bk OURHARI B4
3 Som TR AT AL AW Yok

setete] A9, FAGFEAA F4T BAY AP “FANE
AQIA7E AT FFDHAVY HolA FHES FH(H ATx
DY, AYY AZDFHT ek o] FLFLUeIAE AT 2008
¥ 128 TFAGFREAA Y AW,S vpEst] AT gl

5) elHILEI}t Mo HA =

GEHe Ggol AR YU F MAL ¥
Fxcto] Hol7by] ol ARl HFE
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H1E Uxt=7iA e 2420

A WollA 7|2F ez HEC 7 & A= a4 g B7HE st
H o] BAYol= g FAY W, oF HAEZE # olsjuAIIA H54
o2 st s ¢t ok THE AAE = ok E®3 1 3
Fol A TAFRA L} o ttA GAAE JAxF o BsHA ol F Xt

QAEZo}e e, dHAXE AvH ¥ (Bundesverfassungsgesetz) A
41z 23| 04”"9—]§](Nati0nalrat)0ﬂ/ﬂ Q7 ¢Ho] o|Ro|A =R It
AE R ET 1:;]0]-1:1:}4_4 '1—7\1]7]' o gFstA U ARl AAlzE H

ATt 4 Bt gol oW & Uk BAL Wetol
B olF, A% ololwA W GFS WE BASY AL B
B FAROR s FRAAL AR Aol

599 39, JPIRAE APFFATFH(GCO), FY A9
9 aew SQ@yel TRl glov, Ayl WA L A%
Szol Brh AW 7 RA7 HE WAL AN W, ofv] 27 X
S FHEHAES Aok st}

H
2 AYITEATFH wet

EF olF, SAE e YUY F SHRHIN YUIFHY
FUAE BYAGuiesgt FFH2 YWA4R T B2
Fog A% ARy oUAYEE A Ustn 9lut

Y @A —?*E]"}E}—J ‘H’H]oﬂ%-ﬁ_—ﬁ(RIA) AA= 4dA=Z
A= A Aol A9 =99dA = AATGA WiEE A
A =] A] 56‘} At et OFAAA QFABHAYG AL O+FA
FFEA OYHEAHA GAZ FHo Slo] HEHEAS =Y
H A (impact assessment)©] HEZIYQ A A A thh u|EsHA
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=
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£9120 A9, Bdo) ARA, WAA, AFH W2 FAHE A
AR BES A Bk WAA FAE FolA AH b 4
EAA oFo] o|RoixE AFHE F AXE FHIIE Wk
ARA B EvdZn Buste] Wstu AFH ik Evx
AR A Bkl AgEch dAuels el PAseH A,

ANEH HAE ANs=d AR Bois 8o AEE WEde] o
H

A A e Aedl AAEG AT A wEa
L Bz g] GASNE 3%, PYRRRY ¥ 37t

ol

= A9, daud asusd Bte A% AW

2 = 7

of 9T Aol WAL AR ANEE BrE gRE A
AFel weke] o)A AHEF7F ol HAT

LAEF oM E =Y Bohretd} Konzendorf7} A7l AHH 7L
of A% ARl tha melo] s|xste] YAAFEA §HE 39
o BE2 74, & ‘AP H(prospektive)’, ¥ Y #(begleitende)’ L ARE-
A (retrospektive)” YHF7IZ HY o A3, ol&2 /NEF AR} E=
dutE HxE AREsta ok R 2Edoto A= HHA AHIEH
e 7HE 9r] Sle f3oE #dEAXH olF 9% AAZF =F
of A7 H BAH Il HFSH= TS Hola A

55U AL, dHIFE Aee 71E 719 AR ETA A 3
GAREYA o2 A E=3tE QT 2AL Diex ante regulation’?] AFA
Q1 F3FH 7HpGFA) @‘uno actu regulation’?] ¥ 34 9] & 3k 7H(bGFA)
@rex post regulation’®] AF-QIH FFF7HrGFA) 59 3TA EELA
o] t}.

l‘

(A

150



H2E YEEI M=stE ?lgh A

il

2l 0

il

SeEets A4 FAGFEIHRIA) AEs SAEE vl
5 eeyete FAAE] 2YEe] B 4 YUk

rr

M2E ZETN AM=HE HE " R °IE
I I Mx==tE flet /8 EE

) YHEIte M M

AR F7E A=ste 7Hg S8 ARz $9 stues 94 2 4
7 28 Al diek e ™ol
‘A’ (Regulation)of] 93t /HEAFYE FA WE BF, 2A2 =7t

o] oldt W Zx EL AT W olyjolHo] Eygty ubopdt 2
Aot FA EE FAH 2o et ol L olsj 3] AR
Kol 5 oA 9RA xR4T ¥R AmstE ¥ 23

oA FobE 4 itk olebs HhEAHOE AN (better Regulation)
o wetel Nt Al e AR o Tty B 4 k.
A7)N FAL FAAL 2AYA U FuTE PER T =4
W Z2age) FA2A setgeh oo wet o 2 FAY A

o

dele ARWAA) Ae AL AW L 4§ AL =
E XAE xIstth wabA 7 A(bessere Rechtsetzung) o] =3}

Kl

|
A= Quet vws & o, ‘A 7)A (better Regulation) o] X2 th
o] Al 7l o] th(Veit, 2010: 13).

‘M 7 A (bessere Rechtsetzung)’-2 7A@ G4 @A AT 24+
& Add" == 44d ¥H) 9 ¥R 4% IHEHAA

o W)zt BeF Wolth thAl Wah, ‘%74 (bessere Rechtset
zung) & A 7|4 (better Regulation)] AR Goletn & & glck. 1
ope =qA ol Yol 1 &of FHEHo YL W FL WA
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HsE YEE L M=t get

Pe BE AN Seitnd ARHoR AR U2 YEoR AL
S o9t FEAA Adolth T H B FR EE Y B A
goo] g FL WA JAARFOE Uolgithe 7187 A
£ @Y7t 2AsE Aoz wath o] wad, f ge Any
Y me Ao Azstel gAAAES WY 4 Ynhe, AT
AN BAL Wt G 2 Aol 9T 5 gk W Fad
FAH - 538 2Bl A AL su e

A 538 BIGPHE AR NEHEA AASTRS Rol

7} Qo] Z# Y= Aolth(Veit, 2010: 18-19).

) 2EY 280 sy U oo

FHY dEHAAE ARV AA Hrh= 5t 3RS HA N A
e AT AFEes Fostr Utk ol 542 AHF(Aufgaben)
= Aol Ao S Fodth=
29 ‘®HZA9o] Q2] (Subsidiarititsprinzip)169e]] A3t it} o] &3k
‘HESAO YR Fo% HSHZentralisierung) 2} A3 Dezentralisierung)
o gl A3t =gof digt o3 7| AFstr ot 1
gy ‘HSAH dAo] it /HEARYE WE o, ofF stamith A
Z7] & AME Holx YA NLIS) AR tho H 7FA] A|Z}of A
ol gt

4>
o2
et
4
30
rr
b
g‘L
Lo
o2

164) oA *BFA (Subsidiarity)& o] ‘Subsidium’e] A £ r], B =24
ARZEA HolA Y BAS §olstA 7] A AAH 18 2 BI] A
AA - A% EBE BEE oua

165) B34 Ade olu] oleliEddAc) R E 25 (Proudnon)T =2 (Toc-
queville)o] o] 271744 ole S| €3] AgE RO LA ek
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AR, ‘HE54Y d2A'E eI HAFTYHA Atz Be 4.
olel AztelA W, wpgold “u 2
FA%t= ¢ 22 @ 9(smaller units)7}

Aol A @S 75w gEaop BoE AL ofn)sthNeun-
reither, 1991: 1), o] 7jol, ATto RHE Zopgx

2ol o 2 PYRAL BA B3 EL 2AE 4TS gt A
oz wEsof drte Aotk =, £ Ake

Aoz 49E 4 G AP AEHE HEA AvE AAL
t}= A o|th(Dubach, 1996: 18).

=4, AF3] &3 (socio-philosophical) A|ZFof| A HEAL th23 ZHo]
G 2 ek *d 23 o B 229 A8 o A3 o o
zo) Aslo] olste] BgHo 4L + Uk ARE T
o wAoln, Az dotole, Sute WAl o T S
tt= A o|th(Barnes, 1994: 3).

A, $UBERAECZHU2Z Aszol A FHE Aol 2,

z3o] GEw, “FEAGDE o 2ot Rowe Ay T

=
g2 S22 ®AAelA e FSAEDHY HEA dIol
ES 3

S g GgolA, FEAGDE BEH A et oy
P59 222 JATSED I3 2 24D 5 9T, gy
Atel @B Fru Gzt skl FEAGNE o F LAY >
e Agolw 2T I WSl AR WS f&n}a} FAsE 9
i) o] R AR W WUGFWEIY B, D HYEHY Boll

166) E C Article 5: The Community shall act with the limits of powers conferred upon
it by this Treaty and of the objectives assigned to it therein. In areas which do not
fall within its exclusive competence, the Community shall take action, in accordance
with the principle of Subsidiarity, only if and in so far as the objectives of the
proposed action cannot be sufficiently achieved by the Member States and can there-
fore, by reason of the scale or effects of the proposed action, be better achieved by
the Community.

153



shelzo] BAE FEI SAT & 9 U FFHYY @ Bof
L FeE tebde 9ulsta girkDubach,

1996: 18-20).
ARSR, H3YS WG WA YA o) Ve
AZkoltt. &, WFT7LY Hs%a Z9] St £ EL £9F &

ot}. oleldt AW AL %?—_.}01

oo
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I
re
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_>I:
e
°1N'
O_l.
1
o

JE'.
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rld
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et
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rh
=
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rlo
Y,
2

=+ 1l7<ﬂ°ﬂ gt HARA7E =,
Wolst= Aolw, 7Hle AFoF ¢
(Emiliou, 1992: 385-386). 3l ‘HZA 9] 3]0
9] B A3}(decentralisation)2} T 3}e] P59
JopA7IE Fagt dua 247 B
g3 B ¥ AAE7HES SA(FADEHTE)
A HYY FHE AAs Holso|HAE FAH EF
gt =S G St delkiod= AR Usd 88
shod WepsolA ghe FAUA 8 FHede] Yoo,

flo
ofX
o2
)
1o
e
i
1
ol
oo
filo

o 24 o
HT
o
ol
o
rr
pacs
o
o O

mloL_

T . )
oo X r

3

2) 2549l Azt AHETI gt At EXA|

QB BAAY VA, BEA AHe ATA AT con-
current competence)} HEFZ H3l(exclusive competence)?] AH|AE L&

sflof e}

AR, A2 Hst(concurrent competence)o|th. F g2 @Adto|# =7}
% S FUPRA ATIRL AW AL A4 A
Bee] ZASE Aol of A9 THEFPYRE WA PS5t
C olEANE 7R Hehe TAS SN AN FHEL
qro Y50l aTHE ATFEY A9olw BEUTE Aol
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M2H QUHEot HEsE YU Y o ol

=4, vlEr& Hsk(exclusive competence)o|th. A E= FAYHE
ANA =7HHE=H/TFE Tl wietd A= 3
YFPYRE AR EYd FFAAL

o
= Al AM FTHHEH/FTIARF

3) 2549 E 2 dlzo

‘vl 2] YA (principle of proportionality)o]& oj® EA X7} HQ
stohal QIFE Ffol I A WAE ofEA & AQMNE BHS
< 712 AgEHe fFoh. &, I7VHER/FIE R Y

3
ZA7F F5teE B BRE gAsted AAEsa: 2 3H(appro-
priate and necessary) A< YEdA= dHT= Aot o|Hg ‘vlF]
9} ‘HEAL ‘FHA YR (brother principle)o] 7l 3= Zpo]7} Utk =,
HIAAY 32 Ay H Y HEoolA vt HE == H|sto] ‘H
o H2E A "W HjEEd E o Aeo= AHEHT EIL

H3A9 432 ST olsidAAZL AR A Hd d=

e, uldo] 9e FPPR AAGE WA BE A Aol
oo AL BE A9 BT AVWAE Aot TG o
AHA 7 H1 Yok

3. L&A HH YA (multi-level Governance)
1) CI58 Z=™Au{HAS| Jid

=9 AWdXA(Governance)gt= 1 §o|7F EYFSIA AFE EHA
AL Abdolth(Rhodes, 1997). 223y AHEd 29 AdS A

=
HE, AMELE AR ATEL TFY Bu ok WFHA,
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e 1 ‘ﬁH el AASe] Bao REES WE/FEA:

AuE AR Ao o3 wolsolR gt AFate 13

o
ot
Jo A

£3|, ‘AWM X(Governance)’ = A 2001H S A H3P A3 (Com-
mission) 2] HA oA A3 fYo] Y8 4~ gt = AvdAl
ALY JFEL vAE A FAT P L WYES o
u]’(“Governance” means rules, processes and behaviour that affect the way
in which powers are exercised..., particularly as regards openness, partici-
pation, accountability, effectiveness and coherence)$tth(Commission of the
European Communities, 2001). £3], 0|2t A UL W& AAE
ZF3tst7] YA = 7lHAd(openness), o] Ad(participation), 24 % Ad(account-
ability), & 3}A](effectiveness), & Y 4d(coherence) & W2 o] FEojof
de Axsa gk

ol /NEH HiFstA, TS AHEdLE 199082 3 ATHE)
T-Z7)F(structure fund)9] -4 o (Gary Marks)®@} & 5 (Liesbet
Hooghe)ol ©Ja} A71E . =, th3 AvdAas 271 549145 (Sub-
National Authorities)?} 2272 =22 FYWES =3 +HF EA|
£ 2= Aotk o2F tsd AMEL B 2o AREIL
FAAA AAE A3l =) R FAES A= 5 Sl

&% AW A (multi-level governance)= ©|3|# A A}e] A5 9} £
AR AsHos BaE FLIAANL oldT G5 And
= ']94% HjA8F A oh54 A ¢l (polycentric
ok WA AANHE FHHRA
A
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M2H QUHEot HEsE YU Y o ol

3 oj o o

=

[e]
I e
[e) o
ARET AHe +HH Pzl o5 WPD > Ak

A

a2 51> OEE AEA X

CHEA A

At s

HL
1z

g7 — @¥9¥Est ——— izi|3

g7t
Ane =5

A7|A Ad2 Ao gz A, 42 % =94 Ad 5 A
AT APl a75H= =4, B4 Ades BF :

= FMTEEE. SLEFHY AR & 2FL ojsEA HAd
A1) 2 AT)S AN 2E FARE0]l AL ANA e
FAAE AuistAY, WAE d=2 HYHE #A Fe=t= Aot
st oS AHE2oM Y e e 4 - A A=
ANA FFE A7 WEZAD(EEE, 2004).
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JHB7LY FAAAE FHsH7] T 712 AA= AW AAF2
A A et TA A E7H s}

AP FAFA7IFE A 19984 AdlF AR o]F FAMNEY A
AA= FANGEALIE SHLE dHE, A 20089 2 =7}
Y ALI 7 AFEHA FHAAE ol A=Yt A AR
AN FRAAAE oldd} st= olf+= o2 Zol 4¥E 4+ Uk
%, 7129 AN ALYt FANEAN SR FAMNT S s
st Ao] olHtha @wadt Aotk FAVNEE HFol2kA o]
HAZE AoAstA dFstes A7 g2 olE sfEdstr] Y=
+9Y g AA7F dasta, AE W FEHTE olsjHA A5
asto] FHLAR FHS FH7] QA= BAZTEEC] TS T
A AANE A}?_%Oﬂ et 24 st= Aol Fasirta #Hsho
olZ|gt o] ¥F FUAAEZ SHAIHT. ETF FANEY HALE AL
st7] A= 71E FAVNIE LR Y g, A4 AEAY ol A
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M3 SIEE UmIt M5 ot

filo

st= AFacjls AA#MF Hed o8 asy] AaiAes B F
A717+5 AAst= Aol A& olztal dedt Ao 7] At

< O 52 > AHIHSel olEH FEIHA

(One-Top-system) (Two-Top-system)
SR R
| |
s wig | Lo

of
)
4
4z
N
r
r
=)

FAAREFRALANE NE FANE BA)
A BFERst 2 FABABAY 2l FF
ARG At 4Te SAAA, JEF FAZ U 18] 9B
5 MRS ALAE B FAAY 224 3
(AAL - 2714, 2009; 53).

oY olUstd FAFUAAY TAYES weitH, FH S|
FAANG] o= A FANUAT, FF A FAAY F, FA
B AR AL P FAAG FAAAL Hu 27

@ ARE ole FAAGY T BHAE EAAANE FHD
ke EA7E A7E 1 gl
T3} 3F ;ﬂiﬂﬂ]g

T A¥B7E A7 P52 Aste, @ A
A

=
=
TAA] AFEHE T A Fo=E T ®evE 2 & Aok
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2) OECDZ7te| FRINE F717|7

OECDE FAMEE 38, 2 FAZTEL Aasty FRARE 7
Aspehet] FEste Al 2sk deregulation) WA, MFAY kot
LA FASTES HFF5E HAEZZ B (regulatory quality manage-
ment) SA, 11 FAASC] Skl Ay X4H7]‘~0§ a5
‘T+ A 2] (regulatory management) TA| S gro} ¥rAdtcha Stk &

FANR Y A F FAY FA - 2F w7t ST =gsd
ZIHo2 FAWYI A7HoR o AH FAHISoRA AR
ZAWe| gastA 2 Fe AR HoEA dv= Aotk 97
Aol AL FAMEo] Aol MEIA L obYze, dbe] HE7
SoRA FAMNGE TPt 2B obYet FAE AY ekt

1 ZJFste 2= AL sEHLR FosA A= Ao
CHE T4, 2008). =, FAHE F27]179 A3t s wooF &
o= Aot

OECD =7}9| #FA/NE7|+E FI3std O=HAAALAY =
A, O dAY =24, OFTIFAY =27, DUFFAY =42
2 B3 2 githo]dd - HRFH, 2006). o]H3 FAME| L E
A& AEehE e 2o

o

< H 52 > OECD 27o| FHMNH7|I7 98
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where in the adminstration is this body located(i.e. in the Ministry

Country : : .

of Finance, Prime Minister's Office, an independent body, etc)
Australia Productivity Commission
Austria

Federal Chancellery

Czech Republic

Government Office

Denmark Committe headed by PM

Finland Ministry of Justice

France X
Germany CFederal Ministry of Economics and Technology
Iceland Prime Ministers Office

Ireland Prime Ministers Office

Italy Prime Ministers Office

Japan Cabinet Secretariat

Korea Office of Government Policy Coordination

Luxemburg -
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Sy LdHEZC ezt Hot
Country where in the adminstration is this body located(i.e. in the Ministry
of Finance, Prime Minister's Office, an independent body, etc)
Mexico KIndependent Commission within the budget of the Ministry of
Economy. The head of the Commission is named by the President
Netherlands KKMinisterial Committe MDW, Ministries of Economic

Affairs and Jutice

New Zealand -

Ministry of Labour and Government Administration
Ministry of Justice

Norway Ministry of Finance
Ministry of Industry and Trade
Spain Ministry of Public Administration
Cabinet Office, Ministry of Justice, Ministry of Finance,
Sweden
Ministry of Industry and Trade
Switzerland State Secretariat for Economic Affair
United Kingdom Cabinet Office
United States Exexutive Office of the President

ZX|: OECD(2001), Survey on Government Capacity to Produce High-Quality

Regulations
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Agdstds, HAA 223 garde dR7S7HA A ¥
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ot @3 2 =39 Fee HESY ¥EFANE AHEste
=3 AP A 7L A H st o, I AEA AFst WA

al
A= oY BEX7|Ho2A AR BEILE AAA +3st
71l =39 2 a3 Adsdet HAAHALS = 4
of FojE HEQte] g HAEAH HA AR S
7He AASHL vt & 4 JATH(F&FE, 2006; 19).

ESH w29 9] 3] ZAF=H(CRS:Congressional Research Service)S =g
Z A 20079 AHE I3 YH XA (NARS:National Assembly Re-
search Service)7} UTH=IH A|22=29]3). F71H2> =329 =X <
AW - A zAAF7IHo=A =3 AW H AANY qFs A3
st ok Iy 7182 4ol " 24 - 37 Eue Y
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o =
HZQ gAY Az, B4 N Ee =23 A4 did A2 =

167) SHEA 24t AEIUS} BHAYS, SYFAALIR 2R Yeow,

Nz net YRR AAH: AU YAV AP Ry
o} Urwick2 $1€39 43 1 7]59 met O P (executive) A3, @ =
(co-ordinative) Y ¥ 3], @ A}E(advisory)Y¥3], @ 1S ZF(educative)Y Y32 EF3}
Fth. Wheare= D AHE 9 € 3] (committees to adivse), @ Z ALY 3](committees to in-
quire), @ &2 9 ¥ 3](committees to negotiate), @ A Y 3](committees to legislate),
® YA Y Y3 (committees to administer), © E A Y 3](committees to scrutize and con-

tro)Z EF3t AThHA LA, 2002; o]F5: 2003).
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st AHPY Y AA], Ao 3t
% gleh1e

oldl SHoA EH, AHFFE7HGCFAY =51 Go] TAYH
H A (Rechtsvorschriften)?] ZitE XA} 9 v uF 7S 517 93 5
whe] Wak(Verfahen)eh Folg 4 lch. wekA olalg W ATHL

Botn BHS W gold @

H
(GFA)= @ A< Bdd ¥H3 didy AT 9 ol MydItY
HlI - g7 @ W - 23 a3 f{YgY 54 53 22 94T 7
ol e AMIFEAA D MP2AHA © agdyd HYY 4
A S a3 # 54 AFS dud B7F 5= AYskaL AT
UHFFB7HGCFA)7F A AT DT #do] AS= LI,
UHFIFH7HCFA) = FAZH LA AAX HAF & F7HA 712
AAE EEModule)s FTAITH] AP YW G4 (pGFA), A AR D
T (bGFA) T3 A AH JFEA(CFA)] 3dAZ FIIE -

9] t}.170)

A7A 4+ HI7tEEL YHbA <l A X}(durchgidngiges Verfahren)Z A
MEZ 5 GAHA FALAE A AHEE o Ao ojuf AMIF
F7HAEE FATSEe] 7HAS AdEe 2ol Y FEE FA -
A AANEA FZANA AF3H(PGFA), FH MEY HA7ts
Ao E47FsAY BHE 271 AlFste 9g€2 AHHbGFA). EF
SR e AAESAIL FFARtel % HE 589 8=
=(GFA)SHA Fhi

168) Christoph Grimm, “Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung - Moglichkeiten und Grenzen aus der
Sicht des Parlaments”, ZRP (2000), p. 88; g =, “AHF7IA | =of T3t AL, ')
ek At Al2A, F=UREE], (2002), p. S8.

169) Bundesministerium des Innern (BMI), Moderner Staat - Moderne Verwaltung : Leit-
faden zur Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung, (Berlin, 2000), p. 9.

170) Gotz Konzendorf (1999), op.cit., pp. 953-956.

171) Bundesministerium des Innern (BMI), Moderner Staat - Moderne Verwaltung : Leit-
faden zur Gesetzesfolgenabschétzung, (Berlin, 2000), p. 9.

170



M3 SIEE UmIt M5 ot

Sis
ot
i)
0%
ol (I
i)
filo
)

X

Ay St FAGFEHAEI obF
st eule] dAeld B, gF A48 4+ 9k 99
AdE BEHModule)stel FAYHY AAY BHS F o F
Aok & Aolh

2) HHA It (AL, RAEZ|of, =)ol HETL
I
710l Aae 284 A¥MBIL REYAY, LAEF ot 3

94 AWBF mETY 293 SU9 AP 384 4¥Et BEY

AR, 2920 294 YR REFAOIL. F AAE AHE
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Az IS 7Bxstn gt

J&I-EI

< 33 57> AAQ 2EY YUYEI EEHA
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=4, LLEZ oL 397 AT BETA ot ARl
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e oA o]F 9% AAH o] A R BAH FIFl A
e gabe molT Ytk

A, SQ9 38 AW BERAoIT SUL ofn] |z =7}
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WAYUEIE 22T ASIURIHRIA) 5& AEHT ek
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Aol FFoE ANAT T 5 UL FL (@), S (richrig),
‘A3 (vollkommen), 1831 ‘FI}A Q1 (effektiv) HES A A7 ¢
A= dHe A, A B g JdETIeFed SEes BF A

HfjoF gtth.172) o] 7] o] B 7H(Abschitzung, Evaluation)zh= 7ld o] 23
sto] FEREOIAS A #3 F 2AN] FPAT

e gusg @ 4 ok
o7 WM BAE AWIFHHGFA) A=t AL A5 o
2o oAl AR 2oFF & gtk

AR, AW g AABARAA A=Y ARl =g Frh
dupstd, AMol TASE WES Bt AWIFHE A

M

172) H&A4, “5Y WA 2 A+ 53", A, (2003.5), p. 83.
173) Carl Bohret/Gotz Konzendorf, Handbuch zur Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung (GFA), (Baden-
Baden, 2001), pp. 1-4.
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174) Klaus Konig, “Evaluation als Kontrolle der Gesetzgebung”, Schreckenberger, Wal-
demar(Hrsg.) Gesetzgebungslehre - Grundlage, Zugidnge, Anwendung, (Stuttgart, 1986),
pp. 99-100; B+ =(2002), op.cit., p. 59.

175) ¥4 %=(2002), op.cit., p. 59.

176) OECD, Regulatory Reform in Germany - Draft Report on Government Capacity to
assure high quality regulation, GOV/PUMA/REG(2003)2, (Paris, 2003), pp. 1-6.

177) ¥4 %=(2002), op.cit., p. 59.
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