Py a7 AG 4 w D Af®
12017 OECD “'! Wi P -

é"y=|=
KD £ a\b L

2017 . 7 . 11 . Korea's Leading Think Tank LKD l1




.

Ad

!‘Aa -

1

CONTENTSI



Korea’s Leading Think Tank



A2 S A(RIA)
AWt P a(CICO)

5 n

71 W:z

. T

v d waAE

=27 "*'°I RIS E=Z

ZHTHH - A7]2 - 2HR} - =T



KDI'

2015 OECD Indicators of Regulatory Policy and Governance (  IREG

[ Methodology 1 Systematic adoption Transparency
[ Oversight and quality control OECD average
4

35 +

3

25

2

15




KDI'

[ Methodology [] Systematic adoption Transparency

[ Oversight and quality control
4

OECD average

PR G P LI S, @?;;@f 5 S
\P.@"

4

35 |

3 |

25

2 |

15

1 |

0.5 |

|
e GRS DA ﬁg@fﬁw Gt

=)

Feod o

> o



a
=3

Transparency

OECD average

[] Systematic adoption

and quality control

-

[ Methodology
9 Oversigh




0 - aX03 anAN, g | E pe,

LA iftewap  oomd se g, 5> AWs
u”" & v 1 d"AY

- E{ L=&> W | P PMW &

U rleqleOXxN@A% _ ) 94%@& O),86%( )

AT e, QI AL SN 2 Ptrr g
0" £twanaf,”’ 3500 0" £Ovs.20t 0 1 i

ua”™ &, —L ,77 1000 "n nq.,b3 100,

Ang_ 10! b wpfussw, aA_> [, yeu
0" tl€ERHyT ENs e / d° wsH %

KDI'



KDI'
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" e 87.7% 21.0%




@) KDI'

gyNeLE, (A5 -wp AL _mMt { wnELA 7

0D T #v"ELOs A b" pt° 00 Rt " Uvu k)
TANylL~*t,MT 5 , ¢ | ’ |
U, wlo T, n FOoEW"TNE " k£ € ,FT Eq
"/ AE T e M4 NBEF LW
x  A> Aw EVIU’/\IVF wo v BA -
, = ‘_mMt s FEpA,ITg YW 1 D
U Principle-based rules & who is responsible for what and when
s J /1 k S AA “ I7l ég !A» > é ‘ = u -|| = Tl On r
x  A> A w|71'1’1[,<nW~Jn,é LE R



7y KDI'

= 'omfsYoq o Te {1 >
i Socialmedia¥ ~ £ 00 bLe VB o &0
(i Behavioralinsight / & =

. -|||__eeﬂk'J°J>A
u -|'|-|_§-|'|-Ie’0'|'|'(_i
O taleO,6S, AaleO " N ,Nv Jx=FE20%0"

>

_m Mt > I

= o



, KDI'

> on E T " ﬂ 5 y l 6’ w é E ” a r
0 &, - tTeVY e, s/ b 80" TAG | A
i Chicago Departmentof Public Health ;> n5 9 150000 4 AB  Q'%o\

vs.3 S Y [« =Y ONRealf PaBl SM 500 o AP
L wih L ~Ef M' _ 75¢p b HE

W oysdpfusg o wi] J 1A AL T

Responsive Clear & fair
regulation process
Evidence-based Co-ordination &
enforcement consolidation
Selectivit Information
y integration

RISk focus &
proportionality
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Transparent
governance

Compliance
promotion

LLong -term vision Professionalism
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Irrationality

Richard H. Thaler
Cass R. Sunstein

Improving Decisions
About Health, Wealth,
and Happiness
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b  Social and Behavioral Science Team(SBST)
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0 S 1l6Implementation Guidance for E.O. 13707

T Behavioral Economics Tem of the Australian Gov. (BETA)
European Nudging Network, Ideas42
Canada, Behavioral Economicsin Actionat  Rotman (BEAR)

France, French Nudge Project at Science PO
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Access to programs
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EPA Fuel Economy Estimates

These estimates reflect new EPA methods beginning with 2008 models.

CITY MPG HIGHWAY MPG

$2,039
Expected range Expected range
for most drivers based on 15,000 miles for most drivers
1510 21 MPG & $2.80per gallon 211020 11PG
Combined Fuel Economy

This Vehicle Tourgctus]
mileage will vary
21 depending on how you
! drive and maintain
10 31 your vehicle.
Al SUVs

See the FREE Fuel Economy Guide at dealers or www.fueleconomy.gov @




