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(Abstract)

A study on the Term and Concept of Evaluation of
Legislative Impact

Kim, Ki-Pyo
(President of KLRI)

This paper is to study on the Term and Concept of Evaluation of
Legislative Impact which is widely discussed issue in the field of legislation
in Korea these days,

In order to make good and effective laws which citizens can comply with,
it is necessary to introduce a system of the Evaluation of Legislative Impact
which analyzes and evaluates the comprehensive impact of the legislation
scientifically and objectively through the whole process of legislation.

The terms of 'Evaluation of Legislative Impact', 'Analysis of Legislative
Impact', 'Evaluation of Legislation' are used together as the translation of
‘Gesetzesfolgenabschitzung’ in German, The term of Evaluation of Legislation
is most widely used among these terms,

The term of Evaluation of Legislation can be considered as very
comprehensive term which includes evaluation of specific legislation itself,
evaluation of whole legislative process and evaluation of legislators all
together,

The term of ‘Gesetzesfolgenabschidtzung in German means prediction of
the result of specific legislations. Therefore the term of Evaluation of
Legislative Impact should be used to express accurately the original meaning
of the German term 'Gesetzesfolgenabschdtzung'.

The concept of Evaluation of Legislative Impact is not established yet and

under discussion among many scholars,
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Evaluation of Legislative Impact in European countries and Regulatory
Impact Analysis in the U.S. are very similar in their purposes, Sometimes
they are understood as the same,

They have many different aspects in the scope, lists of evaluation,
elements of evaluation, standards of evaluation,

Regulatory Impact Analysis in the U.S. use mainly methods of cost benefit
analysis. On the other hand Evaluation of Legislative Impact uses not only
quantitative analysis but also qualitative analysis,

Nowadays the needs to use the methods of qualitative analysis are
emphasized when the Regulatory Impact Analysis is performed in the U.S,

In this respect the Regulatory Impact Analysis should become a part of

Integrated Evaluation of Legislative Impact in the future,

¥ Keywords : Legislative Evaluation, Impact Assessment of EU, Legislative
Evaluation of Continental Legal System, Regulatory Impact
Analysis of Anglo-American Legal System, Policy Assessment

of Japan, Legislative Environment
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