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A study on coexistence of framework act on cooperatives and 

eight cooperative act

69)So, Jae-Seon * Lee, Chang-Kyu**

Framework act on cooperatives, can be applied framework act on and eight of 

the specific identification method. So it can be a problem on the application of 

framework act on cooperatives and eight of cooperative act on occurs.

Framework act on and the traditional individual cooperatives, lex posterior derogat 

priori and lex specialis derogat egi generali is applied. New legislation First of 

principle, can be described as recently enacted cooperative basic law is applied 

in preference to eight of cooperative act. In addition, Article 13 Paragraph 1 of 

framework act on cooperatives, in order to clarify the relationship for legal and 

existing individual cooperatives, or are established on the basis of other laws, for 

cooperatives of this Act to be established. It has defined the exemption. Therefore, 

based on these terms, agricultural cooperative, which was founded in if it had 

been founded by individual cooperative method, water cooperation, cooperatives, 

such as the new cooperation is not subject to the application of the basic Law.

The cooperative basic Law, agricultural cooperatives act and whether not included 

in the existing eight individual method, or the company if the establishment is 

difficult due to the commercial code, and a separate legal personality to cooperatives 

of producers and consumers, economic activity was possible. In addition, social 

services and work of offer for the fragile layer, by performing the contribution 

to the local community, and complements the welfare functions of the government, 

in order to build a foundation that infuse a new vitality to the overall economy, 

such as job creation separately it was defined social cooperatives.

Current eight of cooperative act, before it is enacted, was enacted in order to 

engage in the rights as economic entities in their respective fields. Eight of cooperative 
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Abstract

act, because it has a system that is applied to each of the cooperative individually, 

the person who intends to establish a cooperative, is necessary to the determination 

of whether to apply of whether the specific identification method to apply the 

basic law It is there. Framework act on cooperatives, which complements the 

drawbacks of the prior individual method. So the founder of cooperatives, it is 

advantageous to establish cooperatives on the basis of the basic law. As long as 

they establish a union that has been defined in the eight cooperative method to 

apply for a union establishment through the examination of the specific identification 

method.
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