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(51 & uﬂi%ﬁff DLATTEC4D .5 37—38.47.141—142 T,

(61 U xIJ/rX e L IR Y E UL, P B R 2R ) 2016 4RSS 5 HHLES 192—193 T,

(71 ZhLk VR Ry R e SRR R B AR U A5 A0 AL (AT B R S ST 92016 4RSS 3 ML A 94—
95 UL,

(83 See The Treasury of New Zealand. “Guide to Social Cost Benefit Analysis”, 2015, p. 53, ht-
tps://treasury.govt.nz/sites/default/files/2015-07 /cba-guide-jull 5. pdf, last visited on 1 June 2021.

€9 S DLW L 5K oK £ < b i) D J0) 30 2 e AR WAL 45 43 BT —— 15 2 O SR R HE ) P EE A L (o b i )
2018 AE5F 6 1,58 1525 7,

[10) See W. Kip Viscusi,» “The Benefits of Mortality Risk Reduction: Happiness Survey vs. the Value
of a Statistical Life”, Duke Law Journal, Vol. 62, No. 8, 2013, p. 1739.

(113 See John Bronsteen, Christopher Buccafusco and Jonathan S. Masur, “ Well-Being Analysis vs.
Cost-Benefit Analysis”, Duke Law Journal, Vol. 62, No. 8, 2013, p. 1664.
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L0 N W N B NS D G i EN (E R T NP = N2 1 DS D o F AR & R e N
R AT R (willingness to pay, WTP) X — Ay, BI5E i 7137 SVA B BB 1K 8 ek
PR RS AT 20 S BORITTHEYOR ks . MRS A I M H kA LT

— BB 7 1 R R 157 (revealed preference) 8 F“ 52 AR i #% 15 ” (hedonic pricing) . 3%

(12) ZWEOERE « BARH G R8BS &= IR, Bl 08 12, b [F LR K2 M #t 2008
AR5 157 BT

sy ff ki,

(14) See John Graham, “Saving Lives through Administrative Law and Economics”, University of
Pennsylvania Law Review, Vol. 157, No. 2, 2008, p. 511.

(151 See Sydney Shapiro and Robert L. Glicksman, Risk Regulation at Risk: Restoring a Pragmatic
Approach s Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2003, pp. 106 —107.

(163  See Patrick A. MacLaughlin, “Ignoring Implementation Costs of the Clean Air Act: A Costly Mis-
take”, Journal of Law, Economics and Policy, Vol. 7, No. 1, 2010, p. 122.

(73 S ILEM T, LA TE (12D .48 158 1L,
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J5 R M B G 12 75 L F B AE AR N7 (value of statistical life, VSL) , 3 17 4 7 & 41 3 . 15
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17k Z2 ] A IRV 22 53 T DR T 2 ) B B 1 77 3 28 B MR i iU i ) o C200 PR, R ik
ARSI ST = ARTE T AR n KU 55 1 SEBR b3h 5 A4 AT 2 R UG i
B 20 48R, B Y 2 “ 12 2 25 JR 7 (willingness to accept. WTA) , Tfi A BF 58 & W1, % F 4
Iei) 4 DR i S 2 AT A 2 22 il o B2 i T S 1 g, 2

B —Fp ik IR I 1 (stated preference) 8% H“ 25 (4 {H 14l 5 (contingent valu-
ation theory) , BVt By i 5 1] 45 5 J7 05 . 101 7] 32 15 45 I8 3 R ik S B Al e SR At 20 & 4.
FAXE T R A 3 R A A TR — O R T TR BT 58 5 TS B
SR TR A A OGS RS R TE A 2 U R AT LA R e 32 U R R A T I R
A A 5 =, IR Oy 12 B 008 15 42 IR B A 28 e, T A Xt e e S B A AT] X T R A P SR R Y
SRR . A AN vk I SR TE T 32 U IR R T R L O B R P S AR S A 4 R PR L
F IR0 I 4 1T -5 B AL T OGRS B I g kB R — 5, (22
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(183 See W. Kip Viscusi, “Equivalent Frames of Reference for Judging Risk Regulation Policies”, New
York University Environmental Law Jowrnal » Vol. 3, No. 2, 1995, p. 434,

(193 See Maureen L. Cropper, James K. Hammitt, Lisa A. Robinson. “Valuing Mortality Risk Reduc-
tions: Progress and Challenges”, Annual Review of Resource Economics. Vol. 3, No. 1, 2011, p. 317.

£20]  See Shapiro and Glicksman, supra note 15, p. 100.

(213 Steve P. Calandrillo, “Responsible Regulation: A Sensible Cost-Benefit, Risk Versus Risk Ap-
proach to Federal Health and Safety Regulation”. Boston University Law Review, Vol. 81, No. 5, 2001. pp.
1022—1023.

(221 See Viscusi, supra note 18, p. 445.

(23] See Bronsteen et al., supra note 11, pp. 1655—1656.
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SOCHTHT By — 2% A2 A AR TE 300 4F 5 ¥R 8 6 A2 2% 2 i, C260 1F iy T3 i 45 2R BE 56 ir AL, AN /b
ARSI IR X — T A HAHEPF X — T HZM 720 Rk B i 584E, 27 R AR
IF A5 ) 7 AT At A . C280 RV 220 W 5 o A A S A B R AR B T I B R L
IEMELET « R RW7H (Cass R. Sunstein) Fr 5 AL 4FE 9 0 BLRARAR 25 5) B A5 %E A
(RS 7R EE S iU E S SINYSN W N A o N

FHU SR L3 1 b 7 0 DR SRR i T LA 6 T A A — U AT B R T AR AN S B B IR A SR
— o LUAR] 7o 57 B8 Ak DR SR B S8R T REAF A8, B A0 X T A [) 47 % B O T & 9820 B R
JIr f5 BRUA) 539 7 i S8 4 AT BT AN () I AAE T 53 58 o 22 4 15 it RE A8 5 ok 2 /0 S Ak i s ik, 2

S IO 0 5 2 4 il BE A% PR R 2 /0 AR i TR N2 0 B PR SRR BE HE IS A0 B A AR A AR (life
years)? 5 AN, W DR 5 4 B2 T A W i AR GE T R S B A A B O (B TR U ST
S EAATAE BN (value of statistical life year, VSLY), B30 55 =, B 7e St B 2 H A5 0947
15/@7°3 & R R 2 A 1| NSRS ol o1 A T G G R L Nl N ) LRI 2 N =/ S 1 1
SS90 M LA AR BB K L R E 8 2 (I3 T A K DR AN L R RE R 47 A WU S M | B B AR AR} S F 5
3 BT, O3 AE A5 D SR A WAL 5 O B T o 2 A ol T 5 A S S ol 22 e L T S A A R S

[24) See Frank B. Cross. “Natural Resource Damage Valuations”, Vanderbilt Law Review, Vol. 42,
No. 2. 1989, p. 317.

(25) See Calandrillo, supra note 21, p. 1026.

(261 See Stephen Clowney, “Environmental Ethics and Cost-Benefit Analysis”, Fordham Environmen-
tal Law Review, Vol. 18, No. 1, 2006, p. 123.

(279 Tbid., p. 119.

(281 See Douglas A. Kysar, “Climate Change, Cultural Transformation. and Comprehensive Rationali-
ty”, Boston College Environmental Affairs Law Review . Vol. 31, No. 3, 2004, p. 580.

(29 (ROPHT « RSB ORI ——2 4 B H L BREE) T, i [ Bk DR 2 AR At 2005 4F
N, 55 281 BT,

030 W. Kip Viscusi, “Rational Discounting for Regulatory Analysis”, University of Chicago Law Re-
view, Vol. 74, No. 1, 2007, p. 227.

(313 See Richard L. Revesz and Michael A. Livermore, Retaking Rationality : How Cost-Benefit Anal-
ysis Can Better Protect the Environment and Our Health » New York: Oxford University Press, 2008, pp. 58
—59.
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R 70 AU, B T 45 R AT RE T 2207 301, O3
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LU, A W 20 AT B9 5% T A48 A8 5 I A RIE 56 4 e WAt 2 2 AR 1 15 JRE Al 2 0 38 46 1)
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PURHE , 8 F = Ff i gl 1 1 B BE AN [R] o Ot 368 o A () e B2 %) M A P 2 5 7 LA [z, ©360 5%
FWIAT BOULSCAEAT: H D SRS L 24 255 J i 26 o 1 PR 2% T AR A AS 25 i R o ke € 114 a5 AL 45 B K

FEUC s AN W5 0 M 5k 5 TR R %) B8 S A B L 74 O 1 2 9 R A i e s i I T 3
— o O3TI SR A R ) 22 A Tk 2 W T TR A A Y SRR U A DL AR 2 A RN ER IR AR
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18 FH A5 AT B8 B R AN T 25 A R ) R ] A A

(323 See Cass R. Sunstein, “Health-Health Tradeoffs”, University of Chicago Law Review, Vol. 63,
No. 4. 1996, pp. 1543—1548.

(333 ZILULGER “HE TR 2 )57
301,58 540 BT,

[34) See Howard Latin, “Good Science, Bad Regulation, and Toxic Risk Assessment”, Yale Journal on
Regulation, Vol. 5, No. 1, 1988, p. 98.

(350 Z WL BEAFE « WA - CIRERM R 00T (LD IR, B B4 45 Ak 1997 4F R
5515 U,

(36) See Frank Ackerman and Lisa Heinzerling, “Pricing the Priceless: Cost-Benefit Analysis of Envi-

RL k2 F0 ) A7 VT 5 ) 56 R Z W87 C AL 2 02012 4R 4

c

ronmental Protection”, University of Pennsylvania Law Review, Vol. 150, No. 5, 2002, pp. 1567 —1568.
(370 & 38 BB L 55 A 0 25 43 ISR S e I s i 8 B2 ik 2 DU RS W, LA 031,58 57— 61 L,
(381 S LA M - 56 I IR 8 1) 308 0 0 A AR 757, b AT B8ORS B D 2005 AR5 4 H L5867 — 71 T,

+ 1109 -

www.chinalawinfo.com/ www . pkulaw . com/



AN FE 2021 £ E 4 H

SO BRIV R AS W55 2 A R o T R 2 ML 1) 2 o L Pl T 52 2% B e A il A S B A Bl
T3] 1 45 4k o DAY T a0 28 2SR A R R S 0 TR 284 3 1 A i s v L ) — 2 S BB SR A 4R L %
R SR RS B S 5 M JC I #5220 DA SR8 B9 4 A i 30 A0 ol 45 AR WA i 2 A 4 LA L9

R AN WA 2 A 0 T e A2 B TG AL .l RLAEL DL, ARV 2 IR o, O AR B A B9 A 4
AR LA < B B A i A B LA A S IR B A Y AN AU T LRI B X (. Y L
RS I BSAR WAL i 23 BT DA R 2 7 S G R R IR, A NS B bR BB B0 AR i A AR S TN
Z T T LA IR GRS T e

= R AR A WA o3 BT (4 A -

JRAE BT T A ) RCAS WL A 0 BT D3k T I R DR M S S e R HE T L (H B R T U A A R, AT
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B3k — [, DR TNATS o 32 A . S5 b, Dy B T AR AR WAL 23 BT B9 8 4 A8 2 LB Bk B Y
TR XA, BEE S B B T ol R AR A B T T AR B BAS WA 2 23 AT D7 TR A B AT
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U S BUA L AT BUTE 55t 24k A7 B DGR | AR i 0 [ 28 A0 45 R R i, BUAR
KEATBCR B TR ERT7HY R . 500 I H ARl A KU+ 23 B9 21k, 47 Bk 58Ok Bl %
MR T Z R 22 5 B AR DL R AT BUR 456 9 A7 B BT PR R 22 B, 40030 3 R AR T B O 0
b RS2 AT B DR SR SR 1) LA R R R B[R] A E LA S SRR S R F R A B E
JLANRSK 1A TG R e b i B 1A B R A I S PR R L i 6T T A B4 BAS Wi g o B U AT A
— e PR Xt eI LA R A Bl AR WA g A L PR R T DL AR L 2 A A 2 s, L
R 368 00 5 B AR T T R SRR ) SR TR B A 1 52 T Rl A i A R SR e A L A2 B

S T e 7 A L2 A7 B SR — 5K O B R BF B 527, AN Wi £ 23 AT 1R

R BeAT 22 B R R — AP 05 30 ¢80 Ak — R T b, A WA 2 BT AL g B G R BT Y

(393 BILEBH - HAATER RERT LHTEMR” . QLT 2009 4F5 1.5 44 —46 1T,

(403 FTEUE B AATBCE B L AR AR, FNE M E L LN T %7, 20480 T "
TP TR A XU 22 3 5 A A S 55— WL UR I PG 038 3 PR IF SR, (P A 2% 02014 ARS8 1L 58 8—9 TiL,

(D MR REASARS T BN S OB FH 517 BOEH R D kA Rt 2013
AR, 55 365 T,

(421 See Nick Hanley and Edward B. Barbier, Pricing Nature : Cost-Benefit Analysis and Environmen-
tal Policy, Cheltenham: Edward Edgar, 2009, pp. 7—S8.
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P 5 o 10 2% A T AR R R TR Ak, 0 i 2R i Ak S OB R ML A B 3 3 BUR R AT
i, (46

B = 48 T AR B AN I A 23 B IR LT O T RE S R TR R B R A IE LR P AL SR T O
P T RA BB 232 S I S MRS T R /R 2 — A 32 17 2R ” (Kaldor-Hicks
efficiency) » AT 0] LA [0] 13 3 — 375 #fE . 46 AR IR 22— g 0 480 7 b e AT 4] SO B 5K
A A () I 3 8 32 4 A RS2 A A 2R 32 R 2 BT AR O A2 0 2 B Ok, AT AT LA AR R
TE 52 DL A2 - B4 [a) IR 95 7 b £ 5 5 U0 RS A AR S R A 9 58 00 D i e ST R 22 L B il T A
2 BRI R AR b A 2 i B DR AR AR A T R XE L B T AR B AR
W g 23 A TR AR R 2 IR T A o 1 8 M vl g L DR T S AR AR E B R AR Y G . A, i
TR SRATY R AT B AN 8 TE L PR ORAY 32 g A X 52 5 A b B SR — Bl vk A T BE
1 S S T g d S T = 3 N B I 7 <O /AN S P S AR = RS A T BT O A )
“RIRZ— A S ROCR T B SRR BT T A AR AR 0 T 0 S I I 2 R IR T R Y
A 2 ORI R Y B A o3 A B — AR R B Uik LR A 2 o i ROR TTRE N
B, AE T URE S A VR RS HE R i A0 W] BE Dy IE PR T S A 22 300k R B B R R xS A EY
S AR T 2 1) TR B g A7 G X T AR AT B bk SR s T T T Al AR R AR
3 M AT RE 5 B AN [R] R 1A 22 1] B9 A - 45 R il SR BB O L 9 S AT SOR A A ke D7 5 D
TE 52 T AL AW 45 23 1 2 A 51 A0 SE B4 95 1 AL ] 4 e 4 2 DR o BE B B IOk P
7 52 A7 B D R WA (Y ARE Z ) B A5 JROIR B, DO AN e A% A A SE IAS W i 4 B B4R

S50 B T AR B A U i 2 A A T O T Tk Bk At 2 PR R 9 R A G 1 D 4F 8
T AE HE 88 5245 5 R R . 2518 B R I8 B8 TG IR IR R AR W AR A O I A . HL ROk

(431 S WRAETT , WA EE (305 210 BT,

(443  See Michael A. Livermore, “Can Cost-Benefit Analysis of Environmental Policy Go Global?”, New
York University Environmental Law Journal, Vol. 19, No. 1, 2011, pp. 160—161.

[45) See Nick Hanley and Edward B. Barbier, supra note 42, p. 308.

(461 S OLRAETs , WHTEEC3] 4 204 T,

(471 See Calandrillo, supra note 21, pp. 980—981.

Ca8) B WLATHEC3D, 4 136 B,

(491 See Graham, supra note 14, pp. 420—421.
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(=) X £5 46 B A Uiz 23 55 47 B B it

BEAS W £ 53 BT 119 058 2 S RF A S 025 A LA LA I 16 e Y B AR B4 O =X L B0
DS ] R 432 58 A 82 12 A 11 L6 TR 355

S O TR RN AR SO TR B AR TR ) A A L TR TN i 15 S 18] A O 0 B A
A B i P A AT G 1Y R e B R 4 O 2 PR R AT DA A A R 0 A e AR e S AR
(deliberative) (A MRS ST . LA RS 5 TP (19 B0 J7 UL - 70 R BUR 1R (B 3 A
T DU B8 AR P S A R T 2 I SR A 2 A L L B 3 8 SR RS L AT UL G AT A A
RGEZKE I HLE . BB 515 5 28 € SR IFIHE AR5 1) L3 RIS AP ) B3t
B R AL T B8 A 9 T 3 2R 2 U5 e 5 e SRR s W BOR A A [ L Y e K2 ()
F18 6 348 T+ 0 ) [0 2 [ AR 1 T AT, AT R0 A 8 32 1A 3 SR 2 58 =2 A A o i 4
YRR ARBAS FE AR BIFFE 2 55 (A5 A 538 . 0580 11y 1 10 Xof Il 33 3 35 45 110 X AL, A7
HIL 5t ] B2 SR AH G AT R 1 % 5 8 SR 9N A [) I B0 3R 110 5 A o DA A R o 2 AR A T BRI R L e I

(501 See Livermore, supra note 44, p. 161,

(510 ZWLRHTHH L W HTE 290,55 156 — 158 BT,

(523 See Cass R. Sunstein, “The Real World of Cost-Benefit Analysis: Thirty-six Questions (And Al-
most As Many Answers)”, Columbia Law Review, Vol. 114, No. 1, 2014, p. 182.

(53] See Jennifer Nou, “Regulating the Rulemakers: A Proposal for Deliberative Cost-Benefit Analy-
sis”, Yale Law and Policy Review, Vol. 26, No. 2, 2008, pp. 618—619.
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5 L I 2 8 0 7 AT B SR I AR B LA A R T A T A B Ok Y AR R, L AT
DA A A7 B DR R A WA o B G B WA 0 T B ML R OB RE . X RERAE L Y A AT Bk R
14 52 T AR 25 /N T A I, 25 e B 8 A T 1k B 3R AP TE AR AN TR X — sk . A
175 JER A T DR 3R R B A T A A I S RS 7K — RS R A A5 A8 2 A RS X e Rl IR R
I A BR A D) K 25 B i AN ) AT BHL G R SR 1 — B L 55 A0 0 AT AL DG 3 A A 24 3 il 46
7 BOML G AR WA i 1 R 094 PO P 02 D JRE . CO6 0 DR TG 7 o 8 R T 25 5 R e AR X T
At A 08 T 5% A i /DN 2 A 0 MR L R SR ) ) S D R L 0 R SC 55 1 T DA T A A i
i 7 B R ) B A e 7 R RO . 07

55 = B T AEAT BUU AT A S AR I o A 2 B R SRR AE , B B S fEAEAT
BOHE IR, D] 0 R SR L 2 0 A W £ 23 B AR B O DA S 0 A e B B S A, O B
Z VAR TR SR, T B AT DA e 3 T Sy e i SCRER D AR S M BE R . 08 X WK 2 D
U TE R TS R SRR B [ I DL b S S B ok R 56 SR i AY O R A ME R DL KX ik
s T H b B R L R SRR S W MO L A2 R 22 L LA B v H S S T b
Fi% T 5 D RS 09

S50 T o0 A S T A UL S S A0 B8 I OF AN 58w LA SR A Ao O B R A Ao i g
BB G ) A L G 8 A AR R R A L, TR TR R D SR 5 AT B 1Y dee KRN B /A Bl 22 LA
H A2 b T, CO0 I B e R /ML YU R PR A TR A i 205 2R 9 i AR R DO D 55 S A M
S SLY

(541 Ibid., pp. 622—624.

(553 See Jennifer Nou, supra note 53, p. 606.

(56) See Michael A. Livermore, “A Brief Comment on ‘ Humanizing Cost-Benefit Analysis’”, Europe-
an Journal of Risk Regulation, Vol. 2, No. 1, 2011, p. 15.

(57 Z W, AT 3], 55 132—145 Tt,

(58] See Shapiro and Glicksman, supra note 15, pp. 167 —172.

(591 See Livermore, supra note 56, p. 16. A % #F & i, Bl L k. o DU B & B A7 B e o] 6 ) 28
20 Z5 P RUE B TR A R NG U ALAR 5 AT BUMUAR S A B X AT BV R o b g S A X P R L
HATEMSE R, ZU A8 EREERE IR S B (P A ) 2020 55 3 WL 5
785 BU, b — B RS R AR W AR S BTV S SR IR ML A T R A

(603 See Office of Management and Budget, “2011 Report to Congress on the Benefits and Costs of
Federal Regulations and Unfunded Mandates on State, Local, and Tribal Entities”, 2011, pp. 19 — 21,
https: //www. whitehouse. gov/sites/whitehouse. gov/files/omb/inforeg/inforeg/2011 ¢b/2011 cba_ report.
pdf, last visited on 22 January 2021.

(611 See Sunstein, supra note 52, pp. 188—189.
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P4 200 SRR 7 A5 ST B T A — B, C680 DT {68 B SR BN 28 O o T B A M) X R SR AT M
B =L AR AL a7 U B SR A ROR L IR BT AL T 20 W 28 B DT A 23 45 AR Wi £ 23
B S 4 0™ A P SRR A

SR A A B I3 W B AT FE B AH B A B AN R AURUA L £ 70 AT o B8 38, AR A A1
ST T AN BEAE D KT B — 47 B R SRAS B 5 R P S R B AR TR T LB [R] A D 5
BT fu] 3 B AT, R e S A8 RS B i FSC R AR I B S A A R AR TR SG . AR R A
— Pl PR SR T AR 5 RCR B I EUE R O R LR SR 51 . A 2B R R R R —
PRSI AT G AN AT A U6 94 s v P R SRR 14 AR T8 B ey b < A BRSO T
PUHERZ 4, COOE LA R b BAT UL g o P2 AN [R] ) Dl 308 3030 7 )l A AARCR O

(621 See Peter Huber, “The Old-New Division in Risk Regulation”, Virginia Law Review . Vol. 69,
No. 6, 1983, p. 1084.

(63) See Kathleen H. White and Josiah Neeley, “Who Regulates the Regulator?: Cost-Effectiveness A-
nalysis in Texas State Agency Rulemaking”, Texas Tech Administrative Law Journal, Vol. 14, No. 2,
2013, p. 420.

(643 See Thomas J. Parisi» “How Much Did You Pay for Your Heart: Is a Centralized Entity Perform-
ing Health Technology Assessment with Cost-Effectiveness Analysis the Answer to the Rising Costs of Health
Care?”, Jurimetrics, Vol. 49, No. 3, 2009, pp. 294—295.
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LA o AR A S S At T I — 26 5 BEAS WA i 70 S AL DR X o A a5 ke SRR,
AL BT 7 RS B B i PR SBCR AN AT R A B i Ry b B AN 1 P il A e 7 g 1 U
SEME LB AL Y BRI R B JETE N 7 XA e E AR L S AT AW A TR R AL
] F) R SR PP (88 AN [ ) 2 A S A2 AR A £ DR 3% T RE 808 1 LG o B DR e rp i % O . C66

BRI S A A M o3 B AR A J2 AT TT BRI D SR 2 1T B9 0 REBA R L (BB 5 A Wi 2 23 A
AHEL AR FE AHAT 45 52 o 1] LUMCAS [ 000 17 4 17 B ke SR 3t 4 =

()4 FEET B I Z2F TN

25 % 2 T B9 A AT M 43T (feasibility analysis) AT BRI M 5 —Fh o0 i T A,

TEF I XA B 5 S T AT A7 P 20 A A7 e — JE MLV 6 Al . An (A% 3 )58 23 2% VI
55 BECH RATBOR BT AT 45 00D 55 10 2558 () BUANER 19 4545 1 3R (1 55 B AR HLI ) 46
25 %55 W R HAHOCEUN PR B AT A7 . SR, T TR 2E 8 B AT M AT I, 2 A
G B0 A R S R L COTD i S R A U L 0 R A T X A2 R AT R AT AT S
Mr . K2 R SR I  [E ZOE TR R A — BUME A5 B A7 5 A AR Ak 1, B L& ik v Mol L
il AT AT P23 B I AN S B L (68

FEL b AT BOE BGPTSR A AT B SR AT AT L LS BOR AT AT RS 2 T AT AT P A
JE T e 25 0] AT P20 A REAS BB T RAS R i 20 B RO RE S 25 b L B AT O SR 42 B 23 BT Y —
T H . BTIE GBI AT PR A R4S L SRR R 2 5| e — i TR B A 2 B S AL L A AN R
AT AR AR AL 52 WL A ol 5 WL BAS 5532 A b 9 AR R 0 ol A 2 1) B4 L A AT RE A
TR SR T 5 BORBE ™ 4 A Ml 00 L DR SR BT Al BB A0 2Rl A 25, L6090 5 BB R L I A TR
=5 F R S Al A B I AN AT B BARIE TR AT DR S O 1 R A W LRIV R AT AT S A Y
SCRFEMARINIX — 5, C00 B A0 L A SO A 20 B i 5 28 B A0 AT R e B B AR B AR L LAk
ST B T K — A T AT DL B AR WA i o3 BT A AN 8 B T B R S SRR T Y

65) See Wilhelmine Miller, Lisa A. Robinson and Robert S. Lawrence, Valuing Health for Regulatory
Cost-Effectiveness Analysis, Washington, D.C.: The National Academies Press. 2006, p. 36.

663 Ibid., pp. 156 —157.

0673 A SCMBIUETT 2 WA 21 . “ i 5 WU 8 R AT B SRR 7 i 52 PLSCA AR HT A BAR 7 CH R B 2 B
#2013 4EEE 6 WL 26 90— 96 TU; 4 51 2% (PRI A AT BOML B B IRATAN AL LS, GRE 2 B2 D
2014 4F55 6 1,55 183—185 TU; A I BR A7 - 2R 5 e 5 - LU S 44 58 1 M 2% 5 18 A0 4R 19 AT AT M43 7L (T
2015 45 9 ML 55 29—37 1L,

(681 2 DL ms 28« A7 BOU AT -5 BUR R 52 0 4307 i B2 i @ 4 7, CBOR S EE ) 2015 4R 48 9 391,56 63 T,

693 See Graham, supra note 14, p. 443.

(70] See Graham, supra note 14, p. 444,
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MR AT AT E TR R 32 BIVE . T S8 A WA R DRI AT A A B B iy e T RE
B R AR AN L L O b RS R Y R 32 O T . RIS X — (R, 22 F R AT
M LUF PIAN 2 L 32 BT

S— LT AT VAR vEHRBRAS T SE 06 A9 KLU A HAT FE R A IE S AT BRI AU
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i 5 B AR AR JE A S8 A A AT 046 Ccompelling) s A8 4 3% P 5 A€ PI AT P 43 BT 19 6 51 F w4

(713 See David M. Driesen, “Distributing the Costs of Environmental. Health, and Safety Protection:
The Feasibility Principle, Cost-Benefit Analysis, and Regulatory Reform”, Boston College Environmental Af
fairs Law Reviews Vol. 32, No. 1, 2005, p. 35.

(723 See Thomas O. McGarity, “A Cost-Benefit State”, Administrative Law Review, Vol. 50, No. 1,
1998, p. 46.

(73] See Driesen, supra note 71, p. 67.

(741  See Driesen, supra note 71, p. 35.

(751 See Driesen, supra note 71, p. 68.

(761 See Driesen, supra note 71, pp. 79—81.

(773 See Graham, supra note 14, pp. 446 —447.
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(781 See Graham, supra note 14, p. 446.

(793 See Graham, supra note 14, p. 446.

(801 See Jonathan S. Masur and Eric A. Posner, “Against Feasibility Analysis”, University of Chicago
Law Review, Vol. 77, No. 2, 2010, p. 696.
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Abstract : There is the normative basis for conducting cost-performance analysis on administrative de-
cision-makings in China, but judging from the current practice, operable implementation plans remain
absent. Scholars generally equate cost-performance analysis with cost-benefit analysis which monetizes
the costs and the effects of administrative decisions and regards net benefits as the criteria for judging
whether certain decision-makings can be justified. However, cost-benefit analysis based on monetization
methods faces both the difficulty at the technical level and the criticism of value. Monetized cost-benefit a-
nalysis may be defended theoretically, and its inherent defects could be remedied by improving its opera-
tion. Therefore, it remains a usable analytical tool, in terms of administrative decision-making in contem-
porary China. However. we should also attach importance to the supplementary function of other eco-
nomic analysis methods such as cost-effectiveness analysis and feasibility analysis, and utilize various an-
alytical tools comprehensively based on different administrative tasks to develop multiple mechanisms of

cost-performance analysis.

Key Words: Administrative Decision-making; Cost-performance Analysis; Cost-benefit Analysis;

Cost-effectiveness Analysis; Feasibility Analysis
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(811 See Livermore, supra note 44, pp. 159—160.
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