The Journal of The Institute of Internet, Broadcasting and Communication (IIBC)
Vol. 22, No. 5, pp.147-157, Oct. 31, 2022. pISSN 2289-0238, elSSN 2289-0246

https://doi.org/10.7236/J1IBC.2022.22.5.147
JIIBC 2022-5-22

A Study on Implementation Plan for Al Service Impact
Assessment

AlA

—_

082

Sunyoung Shin’

g FU9l JBAS Aula GFEIE Aol e BAL ueto
2% 15 o1 SI siufel o okl F1151 g

] o o
of mAlE Il "AE -EOF%_ %7%]741% g 3gA M= l%‘— %é A FEH T4 ‘:4 =95 %}Eﬂﬁh"_’ I
7t It AEAS BFol Wrgste &R AA 2REHE sUY 3R T BAY Aol =&0] He BF o]
Mul L TPERE, AEA & gt iR

A= [e)
T At AS AAEI. B A4 FF A 2AA, d3AS
]

Abstract The purpose of this study is to establish policy recommendations for the promotion of Al
service impact assessment based on the definition of impact assessment and analysis of domestic and
foreign Al service impact assessment cases. The direction of implementation was analyzed based on the
case of impact evaluation promoted in various fields at home and abroad and the case of impact
evaluation at home and abroad of artificial intelligence services. As a step-by-step implementation plan,
in the first stage, quantitative indicators such as Al level survey-based economic effects are developed,
and in the second stage, information culture such as safety and reliability and artificial intelligence
ethics described in the Framework Act on Intelligence Information, social, economic, information
protection, and people's daily lives are prepared. In the third stage, discussion on detailed metrics and
methods will be expanded and impact assessment results will be evaluated. This study requires analysis
through various participants such as policy designers, artificial intelligence service developers, and civic

groups in the future.
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