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$2) A7) FFO) ehdo] YAWLSE FTAE 9% TEAY Aol AS %
253 Qek 24 F/45H WALt olsjs] ol SIS RYE Al
23 A48 FEA Foleks Flolet wehd WAL it
Oé AP 3ol s lreks AGAL] ol st
slo] XA sj@e] 7bg FakAel WES T Roht
L IS B3 BEAIS PASHL o)A A1 ok FNE 9 Boom A
sESo] AT YekD
efsk ojujolA] Akl ofat QA BAE ojulshs ABA YHHE Del, B
A 2L §15) Aok ANALE e TRt A 9Ae] 2 S shEy
A1 9 JIEIAE 72k Aud2(governance) o] Fado] B R2bE 1 gl
Apgpolt). H G FAO2 el 9l Ak3]]414)(Social Impact Bond:
SIB) Rk ALBIA7], WIHEAA, A0 5 ol SgAREE] FHelet §7]
4ol Pole B3 WA 5 B4 ATEAS W sk @xo] wpgolx, S
21 ThorS TREOf U Auk/]ure] Abe]s A1 2ol ek
ARIAFEIZE FEfsto] WA S WATOZA AL
T4} FeRe Hell A MRS A Slat Az A

N
o
)
T
z
E 1
fiu
o
of
ol
>
N o
2

WA AHES AAAR R Y o A2 ARl 1 g, 9
o 79 A 03B WA 2 WEh Bl 9 ool oF 50% F71HE
= B FAAHER) 60%rt 1 olujel APEE Qe T FRANE &
o9 gl Ao ey ole] thsl, 4T RS WS Belstn A

2 aAyled BaAQl o] 50%olie BAPAIZT0] oo EAfska

1) Ministry of Justice, Breaking the Cycle: Effective Punishment, Rehabilitation and Sentencing of
Offenders, London: UK, 2010, p. 5.

2) Ak3|A74AAlE, http://blog.makehope.org/smallbiz/623?category=47, 2012. 3. 21.
3) National Audit Office, Managing offenders on short custodial sentences, UK: London, 2010,
p. 4.
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M= AoR Fatehal, Aol Hep A}l Au]ie ARB|EAE 71427

Sfaf AlRIAtele] olere TEE 4 gl ARSI FASS AN g 2

AgpolTh. A 1097E A5 WA
7184 xﬂlﬁo]@}(ﬂ 727} 20018 63.6%0]|4] 2010 64.1% = Z7}sl= Ao,
AFYHAEO] AEelgo] £ Aom Uehtal cke) o]
M o) MGl e Skl A9S ST Bgels, &
A5 Tk AnlZ 717k sl SloAE WM o gelzlola 4| 4oleks
Apgo] Q1T glol, wzkaAe] Holel Welg e Aeld ek 153
a7} oleks o] APIEE QUERD H Sl AREA] A 9

RIS FolAZomK AR FEAA Y U clite] BEAES FAA)
17 Sk ARSIEAIR Eelo] T o7k AAE o] Sk, oS B A Hofe] A
8 3 ARSIEAR ARlo] AR ool £ 9l Aolth

weba] o] @ATolA AR Hobol glojd ARIEAAY RS Mz A
sfo] 2010W5E] AMAAIskRL Qi Gste] AIE B3l olzle] Selukel A
A ABlS A Elo] ANSITL Sl AVES WARRo A, WA A
o Ae AW Wb 1 RS SIS shet B34 24 Folrk

A
ol
N
)
o,
:Jd
r

4) NOMS, Reducing reoffending through social enterprise, Ministry of Justice, 2009, p. 25.

5) 2009~2011\d F<F wAEFo] 4t HFEFANIQ] BHodhz, Aot A - wsh g i]ﬁ?‘i NG
B3, AR BAI] oake 10.5% Zrlshela, 2013w MR} B4 - w3l o2k t)E )
Aggthe AR-o] wile] W Eal ok thghvl= AR, F2009 SA|AE éJJrELH W,
2010.; =3| A A=), F2012 3% B AHA & A 7} 1-4,, 2011, tHIRI=Z3]; http:/mww.
korea.kr/policy/societyView.do?newsld=148753368&call_from=naver_news.(2013.4.5 7141)

6) Tdo, AEMH AYE @ AYelZol UF AT, FFIAPAAATY, 2012,

7) A9, A ALelEA Aagelol Bek A7, TmAAT, 51, 2011; o] o, TS
Az A -] FAetstel] A5k A7), ELANELAE AT WRPAEAIE &5Heh,, dh=
AR A AT, 2011, I HAAPE 3], 12007 SAIAE Al - AZA dnaA R
WIEE . WA 3] 1,, 2008.
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I WEEX] A=t of2X H{E
1. THEHYX| AtEISAIRtEe| olo] Y 2l

7k 99l

ALE g A1 E(Social Impact Bond)-2 tlelst ARSI EA|S 2517 ¢st A2
EAHTYOR 20009 ZUbLE] JulES FHOR AUEILE HZ v A
th 5% olUdMES T W oA FBak g o], S-elutlolA
© AT AARE E= AR ZAIE siashs FAA F2E Tethe o2
A ok dZolAn] dAL ek AB|HART olehs gol
4 *Pﬂv‘?ﬂ% sidsty] flall et Aae 2EotaAt 3370l A5

o 9I7F EXR7E EE- 2 H(Special Purpose Vehicle)& 2wHalis)i= =4

=z O
=

o

A A ABEAS AT S Qe Thr W9k vk AulAATAE
oA St FANEE Eo Lol et AR AUS SEE Sjol, Aol whe}
BARS Asks Ak AR (Payment by Result: PoR)O] g defeti 2 4 9)
T 2 AHEAABE BaA AUA, oA o, wh) A S
Zo| ulgo), th] WE ABEAS AR, FAK, AU 5 o] ol

ARrEe] WS Bl SAs) Urhs AEpIuke] ARBIEAl ZEaoletn AT

8) Mulgan, G., et al., Social impact investment: The challenge and opportunity of social impact
bonds, London: The Young Foundation, 2010, p. 4.
9) A}3]&7dA|AE, http://blog.makehope.org/smallbiz/734?category=47, 2012. 7. 26.

10) vZe] %<, SIBS ‘AW olerurt 54 XS EAZ )25y i3k oy o shfjo)] upe
AR S Fedhe o olsldAIRER e HEUAY o2kl skl glrt. Callanan, L.,
et al., From potential to action: Bringing social impact bonds to the US, McKinsey & Company,
2012, pp. 7-13.

11) Fox, C. & Albertson, K., “Payment by results and social impact bonds in the criminal justice
sector: New challenges for the concept of evidence-based policy?”, Criminology & Criminal
Justice 11(5), 2011, p. 395.
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LS el BB ATHE AMATAES AT AP o

S5 WAsHE T, ARlEA] i 7] A9l A At
) 53 e pool of capa) & SHpol, ASIEA A% 5 €
A7) Slal AR BEREe] A A sk g u}m =4 AU
£ 98 QBN T34 SR 71ze] wguleS WE L AuEe] &
AEAI10] Q1A - B A ANt 8 s Ao
AP HlE-g BTk BRH0E AR Al Aolie] A Aas B B
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12) A}3]A A AE, http://blog.makehope.org/smallbiz/735, 2012 .7. 26.

13) Bolton, E., & Palumbo, J., A technical guide to developing a social impact bond: Criminal
justice, London, UK: Social finance Ltd., 2011, p. 2.

14) Clear, T., “A private-sector, incentive-based model for justice reinvestment”, Criminology &
Public Policy 10(3), 2011, pp. 596-598.
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(Probation subsidy) o] Fef= AHHEAES Szt AHA QIME EAES} AEE O
Uy A% AT AEee BT 2haN7)A] Ea Aew B Aol v ol
2AES 2 e Ak 6}1“11:}-15)

™

il =

- 1 ol BerSel AN e Aol A HH]*Zﬂ
Zz1o] EQlo|u} AF&(output) H k= Au] AR EA}2] A7 outcome)o] 7|Hkslo] A
B} BASHS WAL AERho M, :e@ %Rem it ol Aolck oh w
off, AIFAIE S Aol wek JMIE|EE Fojshs e 3 3 Wkt

L

89 4 9lon], 5ol AT MBS ooz WAAE BeshL
A AT Al glo] WBHE BAT S 9 EEE]

2) AR AY V) T2 W B

Al AA L] £ FAs FlEHom AR, F7%27)W(Intermediary) 1) vl
7 B, W AHAAERo]H, FUR A/ BE FAow el AU, B
15) Ibid., p. 590.

16) o]ol thall Clear(2011)= AHZAE A ArLE] ] 77 IMEIB R A E o] A HAtE]
27l Agst WA} AR Z2as dAEla #RFY F2E AL F eSS s
A=A Heko] HashH, o]Ao] F o] Aa7ks3dl] HsliMe thed 22 dAES wetof stk
L ARYERAL givk. AR, A GrEE] o] T WhE ARA MBI BAAE HEATE HAEAS
wellgt A Es W20 Aok st B4, AMMEAS A% TR AE Bk Bl
glefztell tiet 2 - 7HdA A LdS EFHHoF Stk AlA, ol2igh JAME| R Hdeke uj@F = ololo}
3, A8E Arshe A9AEE] Rz A BdE AES AEEQ] vlE- d 892 dehdol
gtk A, FARPHAIZR S A GatE]E WiEA] 3t P7HE wolol gtk TR, HEATR
QI HzrE w82 thA] AR o ShrEofof itk oA, A HAKE] APEZ Aol ek B
o=x AgE JAAMEBE TA] A S ollx] 2| Eojof sitt. duA, HAAl AR 220
A A=A A= 2 Al tis) AU Zof gt Ibid., pp. 598-599.

FUAD7 B Qb o Al ZRaRe FRdelshe 2Hoen, ABlEAl B Als)
BAu] A, JF B7h AL Sl 3EF 9, 71924 Hdue deligence), Tkt
RE AF 29 5 FEAN 9 AL B4k Qojok k. w3 Al e g A
S, Wz Azl g A hek /1A 2 g A 5 AdY d@w s - ok
Callanan, L., et al., op.cit.,, p. 40.
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(operating model), ofat E olalEAR o] Eolsla ofuEl wAto] Folx|¥|
ES T 4 9l 7TAQl 4TH27 v (outcome metric) & el AEOR <l
o A Hl8-S BAFomH 47} 713 (outcome valuation) S Zafof gk 1l
A, ASEANY Z2aAe So A G} AAEAS B8] A 4

= w(financial model) 7fatsfjof dic).20)

18) A} A A AIE], hitp://blog.makehope.org/smallbiz/6232category=47, 2012. 3. 21.

19) Bolton, E., & Palumbo, J., op.cit., pp. 3-9.

20) AT 3o Bx AYE DAY AeH AA JiYulE el AR XS 28T S glojof
gt} F4% WA S AREoZN B 5= Q= FE7]% u]-8(probability-weighted
cost), & A7 EA el vjs] A ANQdulgo] A o vhd A EAAE T2ade It Qe
Aoz HyPE £ 9t Ibid., p. 9.
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| S=2| ZHHSX Me[EHMMHE 22 JHE Al

1. = SAAENSADE A2l Lzl

N

20104 03% wogksl AguEge o Hzol T4 ﬂ%?ﬁﬁl(coalition
government) & Z=elshizt] grolshulA, WAL 2 e
EE ﬁ%%‘ﬂi%‘i AFEA RS EUITH AR A Hﬂlé
b ARG A7)t dui AR ARl ) wat Al 7 2 ATkt So) mA)
o xla%}% Mok Aokl WAL A AMAX gam wEue
(Peterborough) =4S AAste] 24 630] Wzk L2 A A So] LU}
Fo Aol WARSe] AMAE 95t Hlgom g 4 945% slch2)
0|2 Eaj Hujo] W2 wAPYAo] f12]8 MR U ARKSelAE Hegton
W g BEAE A W - B AdAT} ARE 4 Qs 3 ﬁo]u}.
A= AR BARPAE] oloh 2 Aove ms | iAol WAl B
TRE A 7123 24 2§9710] e e QPO 1t o LRl
ol 712 AR B EEAeR Qs Al=e He] Bae] digt A
wAEle] Bl Ak 9loly] wEolth @Rl 4@ T 1992Wof A
2010 Afo] 267}eF Z71HAL, wid 12709 mlgbe] ©]@e Auke: 6t w ol
47 50] Sasa YA 15 F oF 60%7} 19 ojujo]l thA] AWS A =T
Q= Aoz e} FAAPE7ITe] vl a8 o] A7|Ee] $hrhad et o 3

21) °E°ﬂ*ﬂ ALBlEA ol 3l AlIALS]} A 22 S AA-S mAstals} hs AlEE o] 20008
- 7 &% B 23X AE(TFT), 200613 A34E] 4 (Cabinet Office of the third sector), 20073

*}517‘—'1 5ol B3k Z2)9)43|(Prime Minister's council on social actions) 52 A4 - 2-ojsl=
AL T3 23 =lojgit}. 2008 ddll= FrHls #E HE((the Dormant Bank & Building Society
Account Act)S ARkl FFHdES F8 ADSR g A EALH & *é%o =5 5L, i
H Fe 2 F 8 LtelolE] 7]E(Big Society Capital)’olgl= o] & Z A AR o]
A" Ao}, Langford, A., Social Impact Bonds in Canada: from theory to implementation,
Simon Fraser University, 2011, p. 14.; http://data.gov.uk/sib_knowledge box/sib-history

22) Fox, C. & Albertson, K., op.cit., p. 396.

23) Ibid.

24) Bolton, E., Social Impact Bonds: Unlocking investment in rehabilitation, UK: Social finance




How, ol AWIAES SIg chpst wgEe] walSe] FEST glom,
E2 Y Y] AMES BA] G A0 FAP Qe AlvAl
ale] ejgpo] oln] of Fw HAxlo] Ut Aol ek

A5 AIHRT PP e ARgHoRA ASEAUS Eeltt
e ARAEle] ol AHEAE $I8 FALPHAAL] 182 Han Ry
. .
3

27 2] o] 4141717 (value-for-money) & ol Ao A Zolet stk

2. OBt A=Az 22 JHE AR

7). S8 g

2 2wl gERE Al A0 R QIFt £ 50| WS BAES 714
A AgER ol AESES WEY] f1sl 2010\ 9URE wlEHE msof
AL ZR2AES ARkl Qlek20) o] x| Xd%@ﬁ-i SfE oful
Aol wat, Sl wdig FREH dAs] gAlskL

ol gl P ST HEASe] WSk ﬁl‘ziﬂk o]
o‘ﬂé.ﬁﬂX%OMH S49 AR A= A sken, i
Folleh2) wetA] o] ZRAEE 1271Y vvte] HAeke skl S4a3t
= 3.0002'%% T firide s AAshal oo AHUAE S ==

ET

Wi
=

o

oX.

tlo ol o?i'
r l
i
o
t

Ltd, 2010, p. 2.

25) Ramsay, M., Prisoners' drug use and treatment: seven research studies, Home Office Research
Study 267, 2003.; Pro Bono Economics and Frontier Economics, St. Giles Trust's through the
gates: An analysis of economic impact, UK: London, 2009.

26) Bolton, E., & Palumbo, J., op.cit., p. 2.

27) Disley, E., et al. Lessons learned from the planning and early implementation of the Social
Impact Bond at HMP Peterborough, RAND Corporation. 2011, p. 3.; As]AAA|ANE],
http://blog.makehope.org/ smallbiz/623?category=47, 2012. 3. 21.
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. egud

kR Ae] 1R SEe ASEANY B 1249 vE By
S49 IHE 7he AU 300098 YO G 6W 22 UA ot
2 AUES ZHsIol 0|59 AuEel Ft 75% olsi HH FAelA
130he) eolfEE BT AT AFIES AAHCL olo] el T

A = vl
AR A E A

3ol “‘Social Finance’= AE e}l Hyr|Zo] A FEES

173z0] FAARS R Sugk mhp (R} of 1009 &

2 Wtk BAFS FA7|eEe] Filo] Hlo] SR ATA R Ay
PNk} 4} 7 AolE AR S W AuAABEA| Soll AFE 4 9l
)

EXEAE
S0 2 C 2E B e ey
T o TR e
AE|E M A SRR 7| o
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127 o)k

IS S27) 3,000

£X : Bolton, E,, Social Impact Bonds: Unlocking investment in rehabilitation, UK: Social finance Ltd, 2010,

p. 5 X7,

28) Helbitz. A., et al.,

The One Service. One year on, Social Finance, Ltd., 2011, p. 7.
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S v gk 45t Alofs

A sk, ‘One Service’gk= WA oz AJu|A $87|T AL AL LA o
7o Zefstal Qe a7 432 AIJIE AUX(St. Giles Trust), Sw|AE
(Ormiston Children & Families Trust), SOVA, YMCAo|t}. o] & AQIE AU
o SUAENS 4 AFR et L /1SS0 B S ANFE
(immediate needs)o] £7€ 9o} =R AT Ak o2 Sol, F7), 9
A, S, A 2 49T, AYAY 5 iR R 7S5 3R
Ald dETe)] ZakE, FHe 9T mdo|u HRe S RS

al7] glet meawonn, W 409 Aol AA AT 1 0%, SOVA9}
YMCA)7} st} %71%404 212 A3 gRed AR 5 oARe] 850

e ZRIHS ARt ek

- —

2t AIEA 9 BAAAA

sejue) ZeAEd] olshy] SelAE 12749 vinke] GrlRe Ame gA)
o] Wol7} ol 184] o}4gel Aolojok 5, sejHe] MEA] S7TL 5
T e Aol A Zdst Afojofol drk UA LAS FEof sk mAE
% 3,000 0) AL A4S 918 100074 3749] Airkcohort) 02 L}
trof Frelginh. L2 IS ATUL AAES] AEe] Akt At o

29) “ARIE AU WHAe] AiSo] Mol FEelA BEE Foam W) Age PR
sh=t] B1g £ AAekAol}. o] DHMH 7], A% 5 WA A ;% 12
& 9 BE 245 te ANAE ASA ek ok LnlaE e JFUs B3R

oA 71 & R o}FEA X}ﬁ%ﬂli’ﬂ, R=d] 2 A E] gk BxE olg}
FHA =S ggk AFA] Mul2E A3k gk bid., pp. 33-34.

30) SOVA(Supporting Others through Volunteer Action)= 42252 AW 93-S WHx|sla A}3]A
S AP AR TP EA A ot YMCAE Q17ke] AAES A~z sgA1d
S RS A} Adee Aulag AFes AdRARA, 2¥ag ey
B MEYel o Z/)7kx therat Mulz BES st ik Ibid,

31) Ibid., pp. 8-9.
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AUEAE e HAHEAIAHS HolEE Sl F4A] 12711 o] of
A7 28 HAZ 7145 AFA 4(frequency of reconviction) 2 4312 &}
1 QJthk3)

ofel o] TElHE] HEL AH|2AlEALe] S SlojA Tes] tidAte
A ARE == olFEE S (binary metric)o] opd AH3l+E S HUSA
R(frequency metric)& A|3Fstal Utk 1 olfi= A A=Al A=A o
of weh Au|2AlgAZoA B AET A9 ARlaAlSAES e A
H7Fsdo] W jAAES A stol(cherry-picking) tidAtz ol o =u 4
Y o gol A she d@4e] vehd 4= Q7] wlzell thidRke] Aot
oid AHSIFE 7IEor S FrIsto] Au|AAlEAREe] 7R Bt 3
o] MHARZA A5 AlFstes sh7] 913 Aolchd

S wE e REe B IS AT ARE Ve 10% ez AAs)
AL Qlek 37 e Z42e) et AHEC] 22 7IRE A=) thE alEaolA S4
A HEAAS(EAI D) 0] 12784 oo AAIE Hat AHEET 24 10%
FARNA Adibae AFsHA Hok ey Z2AE Fr A7 370
ko] AR 10%2] Fxx HIE SAJsHA] R, ol5S B Flsto] B4

S}

ok

B ool
b
o
FE,

1=}
Ak 712 75%0) AME e AT Uehe Xl ke AReheS o)
2 gleks

ErRALe] DAV} 4 ol R AT AThs ZedE YUy Kol
% 4do] Aok LhE 4 7] whio] obd7lA] wEjee) meAEe] HEoins

o Z3l7] olFA|E AH|A 4357]3 7144]919] One Serviceo] Z7H2 1(2011)0]
N 24EQ AT} el 9leks)

F ANBE A7 ulg b

A7) 352 A Sl tigh tlE=]e] o2l <5 (proxy measure) = %ob]}
E., et al. op.cit,, pp. 31-32.

33) Ibid., pp. 31-33.

34) Ibid., pp. 31-32.

35) 2010d 9¥FE] 2011 9€7kA] 137t TE W wEloA ©Y1E9S vhX|aL 4 HAIH
Aol gk $E a1 A3, o] ZRHERt gEH ] ZRAE| Fofgh Saxh= 53770, o]

S7ehs 6714 o o] ARg-EL 9\10‘4' ‘ﬂé—‘jr"é% s
al
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ol A 23

GIIAE ©7] SPAE AR A9 ugO= o SHLE st
A0FE FOE FASIL ol5Y AUE 0% A AL oF 5Ugh iy
67 2uiut o] Wk Su|SS WS AAE AL Ao Ak

1ck30)

WA ARIAE ffel Bad Abge 28T & QL ojlo] avkE uehd B A

S w] R Ay

91;141?_]- _]_]-OE Z—]7]—'«5]—

3. OBt Al2|SAIxiHER| et E7t

ol#gt F=o] AR EAI AR sl AbFo] FET vIZE AH|AAlEAEl
AHukz] T2 g3 AR o g 25ty 931 A A}Zfront-end funding)2-
Sero RN A7ReAdS wolFal ks HollAl 578 241%1 H7E WAL Q)
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New Practical Approach of Crime Prevention:

A case study and policy implications of Social Impact Bond(SIB)
model for rehabilitation in UK

Lee, Mi-Jeong*

The trend to put a new and effective way through involvement and cooperation
between community stakeholders and civil society into practice rather depends on
competencies of criminal justice system to resolve crime hampering public safety,
is starting. As one of the methods, Social Impact Bonds(SIB) has great sig-
nificance in the aspect with contribution of private capital and civil society more
proactively to achieve public good, rehabilitation and with employment of gov-
ernment funds more effectively by Payment by Results(PbR).

This article is to explore new practical approach of crime prevention and its
feasibility by analyzing SIB model for rehabilitation in UK, the first case in the
world and finding policy implications to adopt and develop SIB model in Korea.

Here | set out the policy implications to adopt SIB model for rehabilitation in
UK and develop its Korean model. These include first, deriving a consensus mod-
el of SIB activating private-public governance, second, expanding opportunities to
work with civil society for rehabilitation program, third, finding financial manage-
ment strategies to improve efficiency of rehabilitation, fourth, developing a evi-
dence-based policy, lastly, building investment environment and incentive strat-

egies for activating private investment.

+« Key words : Rehabilitation, Social Impact Bond, Payment by Result, Crime pre-

vention governance, Peterborough project
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