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<Abstract>

Legislative Assessment of the Referendum Law in France

Han, Dong—Hoon
(Ph.D. in Law, Constitutional Research Institute)

Characteristics of Impact Assessment on referendum of France include the
following: first, the overall impact assessment is composed of, based on the
characteristics of the bill, 1) advantages of the reform, ii) review of cases
in foreign countries, 1i1) selected method, iv) impact of referendum by
electronic method, and v ) advisory activities and application method.
Secondly, in terms of the predictable impact (impact of referendum by
electronic method in this impact assessment), which is the most important part
of the assessment, the paper includes only formal description of legal impact,
impact on voters, and litigation impact, for impact analysis of other regulations,
and there was no specific grounds relating to the cost in the financial impact.
Third, by contrast, in terms of advisory activities, is seems that there was
actually advisory results from the national commission (Commission nationale

de l'informatique et des libertés, CNIL) to some degree.

% Key Words: Impact Assessment, Legislative Evaluation, Document of
Legislative Evaluation, French Referendum, Referendum
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